INITIAL STUDY
AND
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

For
Expansion of an Existing Cannabis Cultivation Project

EEL RIVER PRODUCE, LLC
APPLICATION #16417

1048 HOLMES FLAT ROAD
HOLMES FLAT, HUMBOLDT COUNTY, CA

April 26, 2021

Lead Agency: Humboldt County

Prepared by: Humboldt Logistics
Brittany Massaro

Expansion of the Eel River Produce, LLC Cannabis Project 1
CEQA Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration May 2021



Table of Contents

1. Introduction
1.1Project Title
1.2Lead Agency Name and Address
1.3 Project Location
1.4Project Sponsor Name & Address
1.5APN Ownership, Zoning, and GP Designation
1.6 Project Background
1.7 Project Description

A OWDNDNMNNDNDN

1.7.1 Hours/Days of Operation and Number of Employee$

1.7.2 Operations Plan

1.7.3 Water Source, Storage, Irrigation Plan, Projected Water USe

1.7.4 Grading and Drainage

1.7.5 Storage and Use of Fertilizers, Pesticides, and Other Products

1.7.6 Access and Parking

1.7.7 Portable Toilets

1.7.8 Security Plan

1.7.9 Site Specific Technical Repesrt
1.8 Surrounding Land Uses and Setting

1.8.1 Existing Land Uses

1.8.2 Surrounding Land Uses

1.8.3 Geology

1.8.4 Soils and Seismicity

1.8.5 Biological Resources

1.8.6 Surface Waters and Drainage
1.9Requested Entitlements

1.9.1 County Entitlements

1.9.2 Obtained Permits and Licenses

5

6

7

© © 00 00 000 ~N~N

12

1.9.3 Preexisting Baseline Conditions before expansion on site 12

1.10 Maps
1.10.1 Humboldt County Site Plan
1.10.2 Vicinity Map
1.10.3 Regional Location Map

2. CEQA Evaluation

2.1Environmental FactorBotentially Affected

2.2 Determination

2.3 Evaluation of Environmental Impacts
l. Aesthetics
Il. Agriculture and Forestry Resources
[I. Air Quality

Expansion of the Eel River Produce, LLC Cannabis Project
CEQA Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration

13
14
15
16
17
17
17
18
22

25

2
May 2021



V. Biological Resources 32

V. Cultural Resources a7
VI. Energy 52
VII.  Geology andsoils 53
VIIl. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 57
IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 59
X. Hydrology and Water Quality 63
XI. Land Use and Planning 67
XIl.  Mineral Resources 69
XIIl.  Noise 70
XIV. Population and Housing 75
XV. Public Services 77
XVI. Recreation 80
XVII. Transportation 81
XVIII. Tribal Cultural Resources 84
XIX. Utilities and Service Systems 86
XX.  Wildfire 89
XXI. Mandatory Findings of Significance 91
XXII.  Mitigation Monitoring Report 93
Document Prepars 96
Source and Referead.ist 98
Appendices

Appendix AT Cultivation Operations Plan

Appendix Bi Humboldt County Site Plan

Appendix Ci Outdoor Sound Study

AppendixD 1 Biological Resource Assessment Studietland Delineation RepoiErosion Control Plaand
Timber Harvest Plan, NSO Owl Charts 2eA@20

AppendixET Approved and Existing CalCannabis State Licenses

Appendix Fi Humboldt County Existing State Licenses

Appendix Gi SWRCB Notice of Applicaitity

Appendix Hi DFW LSAA 1600 Agreement, Pest Management Plan, Waste Management Plan,
and Enwviostor Search

Expansion of the Eel River Produce, LLC Cannabis Project 3
CEQA Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration May 2021



1.0INTRODUCTION

1.1Project Title

Eel River Produce, LLC, Expansion of Commercial Cannabis Cultivation Facility

1.2Lead Agency Name andlddress
Lead Agency Name: Humboldt County Planning and Building Department
LeadAgencyAddress: 3015 H Street, Eureka ©B501
ContactPersonDesmond Johnson

1.3 Project Location
The project is located in the Redcrest area, on the south dittdroés Flat Road,
approximately 1,700 feet west from the intersection of Holmes Flat Road and Tierney

Road, on the property known as 1048 Holmes Flat Road.

1.4Project Sponsors Name and\ddress

Owner/Applicant Agent

Attn: Wyatt Williamson &Mike Lentz Attn: Britt Massaro
Eel RiverProducel LC Humboldt Logistics|.LC
PO BOX 764 PO BOX457
Loleta CA 95551 Scotia, CA95565

1.5Assessor Parcels, Ownership, Zoning, and General Pldesignations

Present Plan Land U&esignation: Agricultural Exclusive (AE), Density: Range is 20 to 60
acres per unit; Timberland (T), Density: Range is 40 to 160 acres per unit, Avenues
Community Planning Area: Staffofidedcrest, 2017 General Plan, Slope Stability: Low
Instability (1) andVioderate Instability (2).

Present Zoning: Agricultural Exclusive (AE), Flood Hazard Area (F); Timberland Production
(TPZ) Record Number(s): PL-R01915762; PLN2020-16332; PLN201915674; PLN
13290SP

Assessor 6 s P a-83t@2 309aceb.er : 2009
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1.6 Project Background

A Zoning Clearance Certificate was approved for 10,000 square feetnohercial nursery in four
greenhouses measuring 2<2@19126762).0rkedproperyalbo h¢sk 60¢000r d
square feet of approved outdoor commercial cannabis cultivation that was relocated to the site througt
Retirement, Remediaticand Relocation (RRR) program, which was a ministerial action subject to a
ZCC (Record No PLNL32906SP, PLN201915674, PLN2020-16332) for a total of 70,000 square feet

of existing, approved cultivation area

The nursery produces clones, immature plants, and seeds for wholesale to licensed cultivators and
distributors. The applicant utilizes heating pads to support seed growth, and solar powered fans for
ventilation. 3 to 5 trips per day are generated througth@uveek for nursery operations. The site is
accessed by Holmes Flat Road, a paved County maintained road. The operation utilizes 100% renew:
energy by opting up through RCEAGs RePower + p

The sole source of irrigation water is rainwater cateht stored in tanks. There is a 120,000 gallon self
capture rainwater catchment tank farm onis@e with current activitiesCannabis is péally dry-
farmed.

A Biological Reconnaissance, Protocol Level Survey, Wetland Delineation and Invasive Species
Management Plan was prepared for the site by Pacific Watershed Associates in July 2019. The report
evaluated the site for th@esence or potential presence of rare and sensitive plants and wildlife. The
biologist determined a high potential for maple leafed checkerbloom and Northern Spotted Owl. A
protocol survey was completed for the maple leafed checkerbloom and no planfisundre protocol

level survey was completed for NSO as part of a proposed Timber Harvest Plan. No NSO were found
within a 1.3 mile radius of the site. No suitable habitat for Marbled Murrelets was identified on the site.
Theexisting cannabis operatiasrequired tdimit noisegeneratiorto no more than 3 decibels above
pre-project ambient noisper County ordinance

The project site igonedAgricultural Exclusive (AE) and Timberland (T).

The subjecB0.5acreparcel has been determined to be one legal parcel as described in Creation Deed!:
191406556 (lots 23 and 24 Recorded Survey recorded in Book 5 of Surveys page 51) a6d3824
(exception of lot 23 of Recorded Survey recorded in Book 5 of Surveys page 51).

The proposed development is not located on a property where one or more violations of the Humboldt
County Code exist.
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1.7 Project Description

The proposed project te add63,200 square feetf cultivation areaconsisting af
1 A SpecialPermit to allow 43,200 square féapproximately one acye
- 33,200 square feef which would beoutdoor light deprivatiowannabisn fourteen
(14) greenhouses
- 10,000 square feet are proposed mixed light cannabis in four (4) greentwbees
cultivated yearound and
1 A Zoning Clearance Certificate to allafourth RRR consisting &0,000 squar feet
of outdoor light deprivation in five (5) greenhouses

The total cultivation at full builebut, existing and proposed, would b&3,200 square feeB(06
acres).

No supplemental lightvould beused in the lightleprivation greenhouses. Thmposed

expansion wouldisepartial dry farming methods. The sole source of irrigation water is

rainwater catchment captured directly in and stored in hard tamkthis method will continue

to seve the proposed expansicghnnual water uses at total buitdit for the cultivation areas is
estimated at 15500 gallons, of which 19,000 gallons is used for the nursery. Storage consists of
120,000 gallons in twentfour (24) hard tanks, with aadditional 50,000 gallons of proposed
storage.

At peak harvest, there will be upflaurteen(14) workers onrsite at full buildout for all
commercial activity on siteHarvested product will be fresh frozen and takersé. No

drying or processing occsionsite. P.G.&E. supplies power to the site, as well as a proposed
solar array. A Special Permit is also requested to reduce the requiréab686tback from
Humboldt Redwoods State Park.

1.7.1Hours/Days of Operation and Number ofEmployees

Hours of opeation will be from 7:00 am to 7:00 pm, however there is an anticipated amount of
seasonal harvest times, where longer hours must be done, which would increase to 16 hours per
day (5:00 am to 9:00 pm). The project is anticipated to require up to 7 fukthmpoyees

during the growing and harvesting period, and 7 seasonal employees between July and October.
The facility is not open to the public and will not accept visitors without a specific business
purpose.

1.7.20perations Plan
Eel River Produce, LLC hasdeloped an operations plan outlining security measures,

inventory, and quality control procedures, material storage, handling, and disposal procedures,
health safety considerations, and waste management for the Project. See Appendix A, Operations
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Plan. The mixed light cultivation will comply with the International Dark Sky Association
Standards and implementing that all light will be shielded so no light escapes between sunset and
sunrise.

1.7.3Water Source, Storage, Irrigation Plan, and Projected WatetUsage
There is a well orsite that will not be used for cultivation irrigation water, and is not included in
the proposed project.

The sole source of irrigation water is rainwater catchment captured directly in and stored in hard
tanks.There is a 120,000allon selfcapture rainwater catchment tank farm on site now with
current activitiesandwould expand to 170,000 gallons of tastiorage on sitavith the proposal.
Annual water uses at total buitdit for the cultivation areas is estimated @t,500 gallons, of

which 19,000 gallons is used for the nursery. Storage consists of 120,000 gallons irfdwenty

(24) hard tankswith an additional 50,000 gallons of proposed storage. Water will be pumped
from the tank farm to the area of cultivation. At all times, water will be applied using no more
than agronomic rates using an automated irrigation system.

Irrigation will be needd from April through October of each year, with no irrigation needed
during the Months of November thru March.

The projectodos esti malabded below.t er usage i s shown

Applicant will be cultivating approximately 123,28Quare feebf cannals, plus
ancillary nursery facilities of 10,00juare feetfor a total of 133,200 square feet of
cultivationarea The project sités within aprime soil floodplairarea Anticipated water
use is approximately:

1 638gallons of water per day i@utdoor operations, system and/or hamdtering,
1 285gallons of water per day inght Deprivation operationsand
1 52gallons of water per day iHursery operations.

Ap p | i cotalnrtigétisn water annual needs are approximéely 161,500 gallons of water.
Table 1. Estimated Water Usage

Jan. | Feb.| March | April | May | June| July [ Aug. | Sept.| Oct. | Nov. | Dec.
Lkl 7K1 27k | 42k | 42k | 27k | 15.5K

Notes:
1. Noirrigation water expected during the months of November thrMagich.
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1.7.4 Grading and Drainage

The existing site drainage and runoff patterns will be maintained as no grading is proposed.
Plants will be planted in the existing natural soil. The slopes in the Project area are less than
15%.

1.7.5 Storage and Use dfertilizers, Pesticides, and Other Products

Storage and use of fertilizers and pesticides will be conducted in accordance with the
Best Practicable Treatment or Control (BPTC) measures of the State Water Resource
Control Board (SWRCB) Order W 20170023 DWQ, which include requirements to
apply fertilizers and sbamendments at only the proper agronomic rates, and to store
materials in a manner that is protected from rainfall and erosion.

Fertilizers, potting soils, compost, and other soil$ swil amendments will be stored in full
enclosed, watertighGonextype boxes. The materials will be stored in a manner so that
they cannot enter or be transported into surface waters and such that nutrients or other
pollutants cannot be leacheddrihe groundwater. SégpendixB, Site Plari Project Area
for storage location.
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1.7.6Access andParking

The project area will be accessed from an existing driveway entrance off of Holmes Flat Road,
off of Avenue of the Giants, aridighway 101.

A designated parking area with space 2or two
commercial parking spaces, five (5) guest parking spaces for the commercial nursery, and seven
(7) employee parking spaces.

1.7.7 Portdble Toilets

Given the Project involves only seasonal agricultural activities (cultivation) and a maximum of
14 employees, the site will utilize portable toilets to be located by the cultivation areas and
designated parking areas.

1.7.8 Security Plan

The secuty measures located on the premises will include the following:

1 Lighting: Outdoor will be controlled by photocell switching, timers, and infrared motion
sensors. Exterior lighting will be directed so as to not pose a nuisance to neighboring
properties.

1 Alarm: A security/burglar alarm will be installed and operated at all appropriate times within
the project site. This system will be monitored by a third party remote central control station
which will have the responsibility for automatically providing fioéition to law
enforcement of any brsgssemh in the facilityos

1 Access Control: All entrances to the project site will be by access control odtpuz4
access to the project site by the emergency responders will be giveréhe

1 Fencing: The project site is fenced in, with freshly planted fruit trees around the
perimeter.

1 Transport: All cannabis, other than lab samples, will be transported to &cetated
wholesale, distribution, processing, and manufacturing company byrthe eon y 6 s
distribution transport onlijicense.

The security measures will protect against theft and diversion from intruders, but staff members
and visitors as well. The project site is limited access to certain people and not open to the public.
Surveillarce and monitorin@f personnel and visitors at all times when in close proximity will be
watched. Strict inventory control measures will also be employed to prevent andidetesibn.
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1.7.9 Site Specific Technical Reports
The following tehnical reports have been prepared in support of this application:
AppendixA Cultivation and Operations Plan
Appendix B Site Plan
AppendixC Outdoor Sound Study
Appendix D Biological Resources Assessment and Invasive Species Plé&r@odol
Level Survey (Pacific Watershed and Associates, Jufy2029)

Erosion Control Plan (Holmgren Forestry Novembéf 2918) THP 1-

18-0163HUM Minor Amendment #4, Botanical SurvBegsults.
July 2392019) andWetland Delineation RepofPacific Watershed and
ssociates, July2" 2019)

1.8 Surrounding Land Uses andSetting
The region experiences a Mediterranean climate with warm, dry summers, and cool, wet

winters. The bulk of annual precipitation occurs in the fall, winter, and springn®ts are
usually dry.

1.8.1Existing Land Uses
Existing and historic land uses on the Project site include: animal grazing, horse pastures,
agricultural operations and a small legacy residence.
1.8.2Surrounding Land Uses
The predominant land uses in thieinity of the project include farming activities such as
the applicant, Avenue of the Giants, scattered rural residential, and open space/ recreation

with California State Parks.

No schools, school bus stops, churches, or other places of religiouspnaressknown to
exist within any applicable regulatory setback from the Project Site.

1.8.3Geology

The Project site is located above the main stem of the Eel River.
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1.8.4Soils andSeismicity

The parcel is mapped as having moderate andyenlogic instability. The project site is not

located in a mapped Alqui§triolo fault zone or subject to liquefaction. There are no mapped
landslides on the agricultural portion of the property. According to USGS data layer on
Humboldt County WebGIS, treopes where cultivation will occur are less than 15%. There are
no erosion control or runoff issues in the project area. An Erosion Control Plan was prepared for
the Timber Harvest Plan evaluating the geologic stability of the proposed THP area. No erosio
issues were identified that would impact or be impacted by the proposed project. The operation
will comply with best practices for winterization. The proposed uses are not expected to be
affected by geologic instability. The project does not pose atttor@ablic safety related from
exposure to natural or manmade hazards.
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1.8.5Biological Resources

Pacific Watershed and Associates and Holmgren Forestry conducted a Biological Resource
Assessment consisting of literature reviews, and field observationsualiekssn order to

identify potential sensitive natural resources that may occur within the Project areas. See
attached technical reports for findings in more depth detail.

1 Special Status Species: A reviehavailable literature indicates that two spestaltus
plant species and 12 special status animal species have a moderate to high potential to
occur within the Project area; however, site investigations were conducted by Pacific
Watershed Associates during appropriate seasons for detection, andiabstpes
species were observed.

91 Designated Critical Habitat: The project does not contain designated critical habitat for
any listed species. The nearest designated critical habitat is for the northern spotted owl
(Strix occidentalis caurina); approxitedy 1.3 mles away to the northeast, 1.3 miles to
the southwest, and across the Eel River to the north. Additionally, critical habitat for the
marbled murrelet (Brachyramphus marmoratus) habitat is located on the Redwood State
Park land approximately riles from the site. The Biological Reconnaissance Survey
found low potential for Marbled Murrelet habitatoccur in the forested southern portion
of thesite.

1 Vegetation Alliances: The project does not contain designated critical vegetation
alliances Sidalcea Malachroides, or mapeaved checkerbloons endemic to the
area and there s high potentiafor occuance but a site visit and surveyrcluded
that the species not found orsite.

1 Wetland and Riparian Habitats: According to the wetland delineation report prepared by
Pacific Watershed Associates, the projeitt have no adverse effect dWwetlands or
Waters of the US as identified in the wetland delineation report (PWAh@wsrson the
proposed site plan, the project would be designed and constructed outside of all Wetlands
and Waters of the US on the property with a-id&gt setback from wetlands and small
tributaries and over 26fdot setback away from the ERIver.

1 Nestirg Bird Habitat: Locations with shrutr tree canopy layer within the Project area
may provide suitable nesting habitat for a diverse assemblage of midviattsy

1 Wildlife Movement Corridors: Watercourses and their associated riparian zones are likely
the primary wildlife movement corridors due to their complex structure, providing cover
and hiding places fromredators.
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1.8.6Surface Waters andDrainage

A Project specific wetland delineation conducdbgdPacific Watershed Associates did identify

wetlands and drainage ditches within the project area. The project will obserfea 50

setback from the top or edge of riparian dripline of these ephememktwaitses, to avoid

impacts and discharge to surface waters, and to be consistent with the requirements of WQ
20170023 DWQ and the Countyds StreamsOrdmaneManage me
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1.9 RequestedEntitlements

1.9. 1 CountyEntitlements

Eel River Produce would like to obtain the following Humboldt County permits for the Project:

T

T

Approval of Special Permit for 43,200 square feet to allow 33,200 square feet of
outdoor light deprivation cultivation and 10,000 square feet oédiight

cultivation.

Approval of Zoning Clearance Certificate for 20,000 square feet of outdoor light
deprivation cultivation, via the RRR program withiCPD.

1.9.2 Obtained Permits and Licenses

Eel River Produce has obtained the following Humboldt Couatynis:

1 One (1) Zoning Clearance Certificate for a 10;808o0mmerciahursery(Record No PLN2019
15762)

1 Three (3) Zoning Clearance Certificates for 20,000 sf each, totaling 60,000 sf of outdoor
cultivation via the HCPD RRIRrogram.(Record NoPLN-13296SP, PLN201915674, PLN
202016332).

1 4 CDFA State Licenses (CCLAI0O0055, CCL2@000059, CCL2@000060&
CCL20-0000061)

1 CDFW Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreenmeh6002020:0076R1

1 SWRCB Notice of Applicability WDID#._12CC424234

1 Humboldt Cainty Building Department Agricultural Exempt Temporary Structure Building Permit
Record No BLDB202051440

1 Flood Elevation Certificates for greenhouse structures

Pre-Existing Baseline Conditions before expansion on site at 1048 Holmes Flat Road

Record Number Date Approved Permit Type Square Footage

PLN-201915762 April 24" 2020 Nursery 10,000

PLN-13296SP July 9" 2020 Outdoor 20,000

PLN-202016332 July 9" 2020 Outdoor 20,000

PLN-201915674 July 9" 2020 Outdoor 20,000

PLN-202016417 TBD Mixed Light & 43,200

Outdoor Light Dep
RRR TBD TBD Outdoor Light Dep 20,000

Total Approved Entitlements and

Square footage before expansion
70,000 SF

Total Approvedand Proposed

Entitlements and Square footage

133,200 SF
Expansion of the Eel River Produce, LLC Cannabis Project 14
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2.0 CEQA EVALUATION

2.1 Environmental FactorsPotentially Affected

TheproposedProjectwill nothaveasignificanteffectontheenvironmentasindicatedoy the checklistonthe
following pages.

Aesthetics 5 Agriculture and X Air Quality
Forestry Resources
X Biological Resources X Cultural Resources & Energy
bo) Geology and Soils b Greenhouse Gas X Hazards and Hazardous
Emissions Materials
X HydrologyandVater & Land Use and > Mineral Resources
Quality Planning
bo) Noise 3 Population and 3 Public Services
Housing
3 Recreation 5 Transportation X Tribal Cultural Resources
Utilities and Service Wildfire X Mandatory Findings of
Systems Significance

2.2 Determination

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

S | find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

X | find that although the proposeproject could have a significant effect on tt
environmenttherewill notbeasignificanteffectin thiscaséecauseevisionsgnthe project
havebeenmadeby or agreedo by the projectproponent.A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will beprepared.

be) | findthattheproposegrojectMAY haveasignificanteffectontheenvironmentand an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTisrequired.
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S I find that the proposed project M A
i p ot esgnificantuhlegami t i gnapacomteenvironmentbutatleasione effect
1) hasbeenadequatelynalyzedn anearlierdocumenpursuanto applicable legadtandards,
and2) hasbeenmaddressetly mitigationmeasurebasedntheearlier analysisasdescribedn
attachegheets An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTIs requiredputit mustanalyze
onlytheeffectsthatremaintobeaddressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the

o environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been anatigrpitely
in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicabtandardsand(b)
havebeeravoidedor mitigatedpursuanto thatearlierEIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION,
including revisions or mitigation measures that are impogezhtheproposegroject,nothing
furtheris required.

QW
5/18/2021

Signature Date

Desmond Johnston

Printed Name For Humboldt County Planning Department

2.3 Evaluation of Environmental Impacts

Thefollowing checkilistis takenfrom the EnvironmentalChecklistFormpresentedn AppendixG of the CEQA
Guidelines. The checklistis usedto describethe impactsof the proposedProject anddentify projectspecific
mitigationmeasuregsappropriate Forthischecklistthefollowing designations angsed:

Potentially Significant Impact: An impactthat could be significant, and for which no mitigation hasbeen
identified.If anypotentiallysignificanimpactsareidentified,anEIR mustbeprepared.

LessThan Significant with Mitigation Incorporated: An impactthatrequiresmitigationto reducetheimpactto a
lessthansignificantlevel.

LessThan-Significant Impact: Any impact that would not be considered significant under CE€)#&tive to existing
standards.
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No Impact: The Project would not have any impact.

l. AESTHETICS. Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than N
. . . Significant with Significant | 0 ¢
Exceptsprovidedn PublicResource€odeSection Impact Mitigation Impact mpac
21099, would theroject: Incorporated
a. I-lla;/e?a substantial adverse effect @aenic > S X S
vista~

b. Substantially damageenic resources, including
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppingad & bo) b X
historicbuildingswithin a state scenlighway?

c. In nonurbanizedreassubstantialljdegradethe
existingvisualcharacteor quality of public views
of thesiteandits surroundingsPPublic views are
those that are experienced frompublicly & S X b}
accessibleyantagepoint). If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict wi
applicable zoning and other regulatio
governingsceniaquality?

d. Createa newsourceof substantialight or glare
which would adverselyaffectday or nighttime & o) o) X
views in tharea?

Setting

The project site (APN 20931-002) is approximately 3@cre parcel, 15.3 acres of map@rdne Agricultural

Soil on the parcel, that is located at 1048 Holmes Flat Road in Homes Flat CA, on the south side of Holmes |
Road, approximately 1,700 feet west from the intersection of Holmes Flat Road and Tierney Road, on a site 1
was used in # past heavily for ranching and agricultural purposes.

The subject parcel is surrounded by agricultural land, grassland, rural residential uses, multiple commercial
cannabis cultivation facilities, the Eel River, and hills. The subject parcel is cumerntioped with a1,800

s.f. legacy house, 48Qfsstorage shed, 160fsstorage, and four 2,436f. greenhouses for a commercial
nursery, and twentgight 2,000s.f. greenhouses for light deprivation and mixed light cultivation activities.
Water is solely sourceftom rainwater catchment irrigation. At full buildoi$1,500 gallons will be used
annually.

Expansion of the Eel River Produce, LLC Cannabis Project 20
CEQA Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration May 2021



Analysis:

a)

b)

Finding: The project would not have substantial adverse effect on a sis#nic
Less than significant impact.

Discussion: There are no designated scenic vista points in the project area. Views of the project site o
the main road are mostly blocked by the fence line and vegetation along the road. Applicant planted a
variety of fruit trees along the fence line fature growth and sustainable and efficient landscaping for
the whole community. The proposed cultivation in the-n&dtral portion of the site would only be

visible from neighboring adjacent residences and travelers along Holmes Flat Road, whighusea lo
rural road.

Although recreation areas of the California State Parks are located within a %2 mile, the Project site wil
not be visible as it is located at a significant elevation above these areas and is separated by dense,
mature vegetation. Holmes Flat Road does not have any scenic vista points or available areas for drive
to stop (i.e. pullouts) within the vicinity of the project site. No scenic vistas would be affected with
implementation of the project.

Construction of thergenhouses, RRR sites, and earthwork associated with the cultivation areas would
be temporary and occur during daylight hours when people are accustomed to the use of construction
equipment. Impacts to the aesthetic resources resulting from the projédth&dimited to views of the
facility greenhouses from adjacent properties. All artificial light in the greenhouses will be visibly
shielded to avoid nigkitime leakage. As such, the proposed project would not be widely visible and
would not have a substaal adverse effect on a scenic vista. Therefore, the impact is less than
significant.

Finding: The project would not substantially damage scenic resources, including but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a stat@sbeghway.
No impact.

Discussion: According to the California Scenic Highway Mapping System, there are no designated Ste
scenic highways in Humboldt County (Caltrans, 2011) US Highway 101 and State Route 36 are listed
Eligible State Scenic Highwaybut the project site is not visible from either of these highways. The
project site does not contain any landmark trees, rock outcroppings, or buildings of historical
significance. Therefore, the proposed project would not substantially damage saamecasvithin a

state scenic highway. No impact would occur.

Finding: The project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site
and itssurroundings.
Less than significant impact.

Discussion: The existing visual alaater of the project site consists of four 2,496 sf existing seasonal
commercial nursery greenhouses, and 60,000 square feet of outdoor cultivation in rows, 1800 sf legac
house, 480 sf storage shed, and 160 sf storage. The majority of the site isapetbvEhe project site
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is surrounded by grasslands, oak, Redwoods State Park, the Eel River, and rural residential uses simi
to the proposed project or greater.

During the projectds temporary ccupplisstandiconstiualon p
activities would be visible on the subject property from immediately surrounding areas and along
Holmes Flat Road. Construction activities are a common occurrence in the region and are not conside
to substantially degrade tleeas visual quality. All construction equipment would be removed from the
project site following completion of the construction activities.

Development of the site for the proposed project would not alter the sites visual character by introduci
additional greenhouses, additional water tanks, cultivation areas, and parking areas. The visual charac
of the greenhouses can be considered agricultural consistent within this agricultural zone. The
greenhouses will be erected at 10.5 feet tall. These immpevs would primarily be visible to drivers

on Holmes Flat Road and adjacent propeiesys of the site would mostly be blocked due to
intervening vegetation planted by theplicant.

In addition to plantings (cultivation), security fencing surroutésproject boundary near the entrance

to the Site, and this fencing is visible for the stretch of Holmes Flat Road, passing the parcel. In additic
Holmes Flat Road has very limited traffic and thus a limited numi®iotorists viewing the Project

site rom the roadway. The project site is not visible from recreation afé2alifornia State Park, and

is separated by dense, mature vegetatiorf@nedt.

The proposed 63,200 square foot greenhouses have the greatest potential for aesthetic imp#uots due t
new greenhouses being erected. The proposed project will change the appearance of the project site
from the adjacent public roadways from vacant to developed commercial crop farming. However, the
visual character of the greenhouses can be consideatiedlfagial andconsistent withthe agricultural

zoning. These changes would be compatible with other existing and proposed cannabis development
the project area, and would not result in a significant impact

d) Finding: The project would not create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in tlagea.
No impact.

Discussion: The project site currently contains existing outdoor ligagagciated with security

purposes for the parcel. The cultivation areas proposed at the site would have exterior lighting to
illuminate the entrances and also motion activated security lights. All new outdoor lighting would be the
minimum lumens requiredf security purposes, directed downward, and shielded to prevent lighting
spillover onto adjacent properties.

The applicant proposes to use mixed light cultivation for 10,000 square feet of the cultivation, which
means that at certain times of the yeéfiaial lighting would be used in the proposed greenhouse
structures. To ensure that light does not escape from the structures during lighting times, the
illuminated greenhouses would be shielded with automated blackout covers when the artificial
lighting is in use. This is required by Humboldt County CCLUO Ordinance 2.0 standardach,
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the artificial lighting would not create a new source of light affecting wildlife or surrounding
properties and nighttime views.

The new structurgsroposed would not be constructed of materials that would reflect light or cause
any sources of glare that would impact surrounding landarsérvers oradjacent roadways.
Therefore, the proposed project would not create a new source of substarit@l gtare which

would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.

Lighting at the site will be limited to perimeter lighting installed for security purposes. There will also
be outdoor lighting in the parking area and at the entrance gateevilighting and outdoor lighting

will meet the minimum lumens required for security purposes, directed downward, and shielded to
prevent lighting spillover onto adjacent properties. This is also important so it does not disrupt the
outdoor cannabis planliée cycle, possibly altering the plant and production that occurs. Eel River
Produce, LLC ensures that outdoor lighting is contained within the specific areas it is intended to
illuminate. No new sources of glare would impact the property or surroulaaidgises. Due to HCPD
CCLUO and International Dark Sky Association Standards that must be met, no impact will occur.
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Il. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES.

In determiningwhetherimpactsto agriculturalresources are
significantenvironmentaéffects,leadagenciesnay referto

the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessmentlodel (1997)prepareghe California Dept.of

Conservationas an optional model to usein assessing
Impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determini
whether impacts to forest resources, including timberle

Less Than

o . . Potentially Significant Less Than No
are significant environmentadffects,lead agenciesmay  Significant with Significant |

. . . . . Impact Mitigation Impact P
refertoinformationcompiledby the California Departmen Incorporated

of Forestry and FireProtection regardingthe st at
inventory of forest land, including the Forest Range
AssessmentProject and the Forest Legacy Assessme
project; and forest carbon measuremengthodology
providedin ForestProtocols adoptelly the California Air

ResourceBoard Wouldthe project:

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farm 5 5 5
MappingandMonitoring Programof the California
Resourceégencytonon agricultural use?

b. Conflictwith existingzoningfor agriculturaluse ora 5 5 S X
Williamson Actcontract?

O

. Conflict with existingzoningfor, or causerezoningof,
forestland (asdefinedin PublicResource€ode section
12220(g))timberland(as definedby Public Resources 5 5 5
Code section4526), or timberlandzoned Timberland
Production (as defined bgovernmentCode section
51104(q))?

d. Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of 5 5 5
forestlandto non-forestuse?

e. Involve other changes in the existing environme
which, dueto their locationor nature,could resultin 5 5
conversionof Farmland,to nonagricultural use or
conversiorof forestlandto nonforestuse?
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Setting
The project site (APNR09-331-002) is approximately 3@cre parcel, 15.3 acres of mapped Prime Agricultural

Soil on the parcel, that is located at 1048 Holmes Flat Road in Homes Flat CA, on the south side of Holmes F
Road, approximately 1,700 feet west from the intersedid#olmes Flat Road and Tierney Road, on a site that
was used in the past heavily for ranching and agricultural purposes.

The subject parcel is surrounded by agricultural land, grassland, rural residential uses, multiple commercial
cannabis cultivationaftilities, the Eel River, and hills. The subject parcel is currently developedmi®0a sf
legacy house, 480 sf storage shed, 160 sf storage, four 2,496 SF greenhouses for a commercial nursery, and
60,000 square feet of outdoor cannabis cultivaWgeter for irrigationis solely sourced from rainwater

catchment

There is a TPZ section to the south of the property which was logged in 2017 and hasuanadis related
timber harvest plan.

According to the HC WebGIS mapping, the propedwtains 15.3 prime agricultural soils. The forest canopy is
Douglas fir and Coast Redwood. It is mature second growth, with many trees having up to 5 feet diameter at
breast height and little to no low hanging horizontal branches. The dominant soil$arettted portion of the
property are ScoutcarrfiRootcreek which classifies as a fine silty, mixed, superactive, isomesic, typic
palehumults that are well drained. Though the northern portion of the property has a long history of agricultura
disturbance,he forest portion has been able to withstand the encroachment of many invasive species as well
maintaining a productive ecosystem.

Analysis:

a) Finding: The project would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Fanland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, teagniculturaluse.

No impact.

Discussion: According to Humboldt County webGIS mapphitp(//webgis.co.humboldt.ca)the

property contains 15.3 acres of prime agricultural soils. The cultivation areas would occur on the area of
prime agricultural soils. All the proposed uses that would occur in the prime agricultural soils are either
agricultural uses (outdoor and mixed light in greenhouses) or agricultural related uses (barn, horse stable,
etc).. There are 15.3 acres of mapped Prime Agricultural Soil on the pa@@kelUO Section 55.4.6.4.3

limits the use of prime agricultural soil folcannabis cultivation site to no more than 20% of the total. The
projectwill not exceed the 20 % thresholthe project would not convert prime agricultural lands as the
subject parcel is zoned Agricultural Exclusive, Timber Production Zone. Humboldtydsundt included

in the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (Califronia Department of Conservation, 2019). All of
the proposed uses (outdoor cultivation, accessory access roads, parking, and storage) will occur on the pr
agricultural soils and ar@gricultural uses or agricultural related uses. Therefore, the proposed project would
not convert prime or unique farmland or farmland of statewide importance tagnicaltural use

b) Finding: The project would not conflict with existing zoning &gricultural use, or a Williamson Act
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contract.
No impact.

Discussion: The project site (2331-002) is zoned Agricultural Exclusive (AE), Flood (F), and Timber
Production Zone (TPZ). According to Humboldt County Web GIS mapping, the entire projesizsited
AE-B-6. The proposed project is an agricultural use, therefore it would not conflict with agricultural zoning.

According to Humboldt County GIS mapping, there is no Williamson Act contract applicable to the project
site. Therefore, the proposptbject would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or
Williamson Act contract.

¢) Finding: The project would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code section 12220fd)nberland (as defined in Public Resources Code
section4526).
No impact.

Discussion: The project would not conflict with the existing forestland or timberland resource zoning becaus
the project site does not contain an economically viable utiithbkrland. There proposed projgsaiomestic
premises are placed within the 15.3 acres of Agricultural Exclusive (AE) portion of the property, therefore th
proposed project would not conflict with existing zoning for, or causing rezoning of, forestrland

timberland.

d) Finding: The project would not result in the loss of forestland or conversion of forest teoreftoest
use.
No impact.

Discussion: The project site does not contain an economically viable unit of forestland, histidnasilly
been used for ranching and agricultural purposes. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in the lo
of forestland or conversion of forestland into fforest use.

e) Finding: The project would not involve other changes in the existinggonment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland teagpitultural use or conversionfofest
land to norforestuse.

No impact.

Discussion: The proposed project would not produce significant growth indorcaugmulative impacts that would result

in the conversion of farmland or forest land. Growth inducing impacts are generally caused by projects that have a dir
or indirect effect on economic growth, population growth, or land development. The projéettenguioy up to 14
employees at peak times.

Expansion of the Eel River Produce, LLC Cannabis Project 26
CEQA Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration May 2021



1. AIR QUALITY.

Less Than
Whereavailable thesignificancecriteria establishedby the Potentially  Significant  LessThan

. . . L Significant with Significant
applicable air quality management district or & “jmpact Mitigation impact 'MPact
pollution control district maybe relied uponto makethe Incorporated
followingdeterminationsWouldtheproject:

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 5 5 5
; : : X
applicableair quality plan?
b. Resulinacumulativelyconsiderableetincreasef any 5 S X 5

criteriapollutantfor which theprojectregionis non
attainmentinderanapplicablefederalor stateambient
air qualitystandard?

c. Exposesensitivereceptordo substantiapollutant > S X 5
concentrations?

d. Resulinotheremissiongsuchasthosdeadingo odors) > S X >
adversely affecting a substantial numifgzeople?

Setting:Theprojectsiteislocatedn HumboldtCountywhichliesintheNorthCoastir Basin(NCAB). The

NCAB extends for 250 miles from Sonoma County in the south to the Oregon border. The climate of
NCAB is influenced by two major topographic units: the Klamath Mountains and the Coast Range
provinces. The climatis moderate with theredominant weather factor being moist air masses from
the ocean. Annual average precipitation is approximately 79 inches per year (Humboldt State University
Department of Geology, 2005). Predominate wind direction is typié@m the northwest during

summer months and frothe southwest during storm events occurring during wimenths.

Project activities are subject to the authority of the North Coast Unified Air Quality Management District
(NCUAQMD) and the Caldrnia Air Resources Board (CARB). The NCUAQMD is listed as "attainment" or
"unclassified" for all the federal and state ambient air quality standards except for the-ttae gdrticulate
(PM10) standard, which relates to concentrations of suspentedrerparticles that are 10 micrometers or less

in size.
Sensitive receptors near the project site primarily include rural residential uses to the north, west, and south.
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Analysis:
a) Finding:Theprojectwouldnotconflict with or obstructimplementatiorof theapplicable
air qualityplan.
Less than significant impact.

Discussion: The project site is located within the NCAB which encompasses approximately
7,767 square mileI.the NCAB includes Del Norte, Humboldt, Trinity, and Mendocino
counties, as well as the northern and western portions of Sonoma County. Air quiakdy i
Norte, Humboldt, and Trinity counties is regulated by the NCUAQMD.

The NCUAQMDOs primary responsibility is t
quality standards, subjettt the powersanddutiesof the CARB. TheNCUAQMD is
currentlylistedasbeinginfiat t ai nment 0 or I's fAuncl assi fi e

standards for air pollution (ambient air quality standards). However, under State ambient air
quality standards, the air distrithsbeendesignatedi n o nrar & fatiparticulatenatter
lessthantenmicronsin size (PMLO) (NCUAQMD website, 2018). PIW0 emissionsnclude,

but are not limited to, smoke from wood stoves, dust from traffic on unpaved roads,
vehicular exhaust emissions, and airb@aksandotherparticulatematternaturally

generatedby ocearsurf.

A potentially significant impact to air quality would occur if the project would conflict with

or obstruct the implementation of the applicable air management or attainment quality plan.
Althoughthe proposed project would represent an incremental increase in air emissions in
the air district, of primary concern is that projeelated impacts have been properly
anticipated in the regional air quality planning process and reduced whenever feasible
Therefor e, it i s necessary to assess the
quality management or attainment plan(s).

The California Clean Air Act (CCAA) requires the NCUAQMD to achieve and maintain
State arhient air qualitystandards for PO by the earliest practicable date. The
NCUAQMD preparedhe Particulate Matter Attainment Plan, Draft Report, in May 1995.
Thisreportincludesadescriptiorof theplanningareaNorth CoastUnified Air District), an
emissions inventorygeneral attainment goals, and a listing of ed&tctive control
strategiesTheN C U A Q M Bttaismenplanestablishedoalstoreducé®?M10 emissons

andeliminatethenumberof daysin whichstandardareexceededTheplanincludesthree

areas ofecommended control strategies to meet these goals: transportation, land use and
burning.Controlmeasurefor theseareasareincludedin the AttainmentPlan.Theproject

design incorporates control measures identified irPt@ 0 Attainment Plarappropriate

to this type of project, suas:

1 Developingacannabigultivation,processingandRRRsitewithin theHolmes
Flat area would reduce vehicle miles traveled and associated vehicular exhaust
emissiongieneratethy havingmorecannabisultivationandprocessingn one
centrally located site rather than multiple smaller sites spread out in different
areas of the county. This would result in a reductiodAM10 generated by
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traffic on unpaved rurabads.

1 The proposed facility would usercedair gasheating instead of woodstoves
or fireplacesvhich would significantly reduce PM emissions generatéom
heating during longermoperation of th@roject.

The project proposemn addition of one mor20,000squardeetof RRR light

deprivation outdoocultivation in addition to the 60,000 sf outdoor RRR already

onsite a proposedpeciapermitfor 33,200sf of outdooright dep andLO,000sf of mixed

light, the existingl0,000 squarmot nursery, and a rain catchmeank farm that would

cover approximately.06acres of the site, which is below the maximum development
potenti al ( 20 %) t hat woul d be permitted
As such, the proposed project is consistent with the derfsasiyrimultural

development planned for in the Humboldt County General Plan. Therefore, the project
would not obstruct implementation of theCUAQMD Attainment Plan for PNIO.

b)Finding: The projectwould not resultin acumulativelyconsiderablaetincreaseof
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is fadtainment under an applicable
federal or state ambient air qual#tandard.

Less than significant impact.

Di scussi on: The NCUAQMD i sacaoameendl vowril i s
Afuncl assi fiedo for all feder al heal th pr
quality standards). However, under State ambient air quality standards, the air district
has been desi gn fotRMIO(NCHAAMB websit¢ 2018 nt O

The NCUAQMD has advised that, generally, an activity that individually complies
with the state and local standards for air quality emissions would not result in a
cumulatively considerable-rcrease in the countywide P air quality violation.In
general, construction activities that last liegs than one year, and use standard
quantities and types of construction equipment, are not required to be quantified and
are assumed to have a less than significant impact (NCUAQMD, 2017b). Holmes Flat
road is paved and medfatkgory 4 road standards, which sets Holmes Flat Road not
as big of a contributor to Pm10.

Although fugitive airborne dust is created naturally in the river valley by summer winds,
there are currently no air qualipyoblems in the region, and this project would not cause
a violation of ambient air quality standards either individually or cumulatively in the
area.

Additionally, air qualitymeasures imompliance with the EIR prepared for the CCLUO
(Ordinance 2.0), uwter which thgroposedorojectis authorized for permitting and is
subject to, are:

During shoriterm construction activities the following dust control measures would be
implemented to reduce nuisance dust generation:
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A All exposed surfaces (e.g. parkiaeas, staging areas, soil piles, graded areas, and
unpaved access roads) shall be watered two times per day.

A All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose materiadité#fshall be

covered.

A Adjacent public roads shall be kept clean of edst tracked onto the roadways from
the constructiorsite.

Vehicle/trucks orsite would be required to maintain a-tdbp.h. speed limit. The speed
limit would be posted osite.

Also, see discussion under subsections a) and b) above. Thereforejebevpoald not
result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is noattainment under an applicable federal or State ambient air quality
standards.

c)Finding:Theprojectwould notexposesensitivaeceptorso substantial

pollutant concentrations.
Less than significant impact.

Discussion: Sensitive receptors (e.g. children, senior citizens, and acutely or chronically ill
people)aremoresusceptibleéo the effectof air pollutionthanthe generabopulation.Land

uses that are considered sensitive receptors typically include residences, schools, parks,
childcarecentershospitalsconvalescentomesandretirementhomes Sensitivereceptors

near the projdcsite include rural residential and agriculturaés. The proximity to the
sensory receptors are not limited to hospitals, schools, daycare facilitietdarighousing

and convalescent facilities. These are the areas where the occupants are raptibleusc

the adverse effects of exposure to toxic chemicals, pesticides, and other pollutants.

As indicated by the air quality impact analysis under subsection b), the proposed project
would not producesignificantquantitiesof criteriapollutants(e.g.PM10) duringshortterm
constructiomactivities or longterm operation. In addition, the proposed project waowald
create a CO hatpot.

As part of the proposed cultivation, diatomaceous earth, magnesium sulfate, neem oil, and
plant theapy would be used as pesticides and fungicides. Pesticide application is normally
requiredto beadministered minimumof 300feetfrom sensitivereceptorge.g.residences)

in the case of dry pesticides and 200 feet in the case of wet pesticides. Generally, pesticide
application should occur at low wind velocities (less than 10 mph)sh&svn on the
proposediteplanandbasedn areviewof aerialphotographyapplicationof pesticidesn

the greenhouse structures and outdoor cultivation areas would be a minimum of 300 feet
from the closest sensitive receptors which include the existing residence on the project site
and neighboringresidencesTherefore, the proposed project would nop@se sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutaoncentrations.

d) Finding: The project would not result in emissions (such as those leading to
odors adverselgffectinga substantiahumberof people.
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Lessthan significant impact.

Discussion: During longerm operation othe project there is the potential to impact air
quality due to odors that would be generated by the proposed cultivation and processing
activities.Wind directionoftenassumesa daily paternin theriver canyonghatemptyinto

the Pacific. In the morning hours, cool air from higher elevations flows down the valleys
while later in the day as the lower elevation air heats up this pattern is reversed, and the
airflow heads up the riveraryon.

Odors from the mixed light greenhouses and outdoor cultivation activities would primarily
be noticeable betweeluly and October annually.

The closest land uses to the project site that could potentially be impaaddrisyinclude
surroundinguralresidencedBasedn-sitevisitsandreviewof aerialphotographythereare
approximately eight residences within 2,000 feet from the center of the project site. These
nearbyresidentould potentiallyexperiencedorsfrom the proposectultivationactivities
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The Holmes Flat ardaasa population of roughly 40 persoasd an above average concentration of
cannabisdeing cultivation within the aresherefore odor ian existingconditionwithin the flat
Although, these nearby residents may experience odors from the facility, thehoerof

residents doesot comprisea substantiahumberof people.The odor will be the most between

July and October, and applicant will appitandarddor-reducingagentswithin the premises in
order todiminish odor

While the project has the potential to create objectionable odors, the number of potentially affected
properties is low fothe following reasonsl) thelocationof thecultivationareaandlargesizeof the
parcel;2) natureandtype ofsurroundindandusesand,3) low-densityandnumberof permitted
residentialisesnear the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not create objectionable
odors affecting a substantial numbepebple.
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V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than

Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a. Have a substantialadverseeffect, eitherdirectly or
through habitat modifications, on any spec
identified as a candidate,sensitive,or special status
species in local or regional plans, policies,
regulationspr by theCaliforniaDepartmenof Fishand
GameorU.S.Fishandwildlife Service?

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on @pgrian
habitat or other sensitive natural commun
identified in local or regional plans, policie
regulationsr by theCaliforniaDepartmenof Fishand
GameorUSFishandwildlife Service?

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on state or fede
protected wetlands (including, but nbinited to,
marshyernalpool,coastaletc.)throughdirectremoval,
filling, hydrologicainterruptionpr othemeans?

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of ar
nativeresidenbrmigratoryfish orwildlife species or
with established native resident or migratory wildl
corridors, or impede the use of native wildli
nurserysites?

e. Conflict with any localpolicies or ordinance:
protecting biological resources, such as a i
preservation policy or ordinance?

f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopteldbitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Conservati
CommunityPlan,or otherapprovedocal, regional, or
statenabitatconservatiomplan?

Setting:The proposed cultivation area would occur in an agricultural field. The vegetation is predominately
nornative grasses and other Aoative herbaceous vegetation. Approximately 14 acres in the southern portion
of the parcel are forested, characterizeddgondgrowth coast redwood and Douglas fir. An unnamed Class II
stream drains off the southern portion of the property, and two (2) additional ephemeral streams are mapped
the southern half of the parcel. A hurareated Class IV drainage ditch runsitbenorth along the eastern

edge of the property, and then bisects the center of the property running west. The ditch does not hold water

o

X

e}

o

yearround and serves as a buffer between the agricultural fields and the forested habitat.

According to the Biologial Reconnaissance, Protocol Level Survey, Wetland Delineation and Invasive Specie
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Management Plan prepared by Pacific Watershed Associates in July 2019 (see Attachment 4), there are thre
(3) wetlands identified on the site. The biological recommendatiorapedy PWA originally called forz0-

foot buffer for the wetlands. Based on CDFW comments noting that these are perennial wetland areas, the
buffer has been increased to 150 feet from the edge of the wetlands as shown on the revised site plan. A fou
test pit was dug on the western edféhe drainage ditch, and although hydrophitic vegetation and hydric soils
were identified, the area did not exhibit wetland hydrology in order to classify-pat@®eter wetland. The
cultivation area meets all setlks fromwatercourses.

The Biological Reconnaissance report evaluated the site for the presence or potential presence of rare and
sensitive plants and wildlife. The biologist determined a high potential for meagfed checkerbloom and
Northern Spotte®wl. A protocol survey was completed for majgafed checkerbloom, and no plants were
found during a seasonally appropriate survey.

A Northern Spotted Owl (NSO) survey specific to a proposed THP on the southern forested portion of the
parcel was conduatieon June 6, 2019, and is included in Appendix B of the Biological Report. The survey
detected zero NSO within a @miile radius of the property. There are three (3) activity centers across the Eel
River to the north and northeast approximately 1.3 mikes/aand one (1) 1.3 miles to the southwest. Marbled
Murrelet mapped habitat is located on Redwood State Park land approximately 0.2 miles from the site. The
Biological Reconnaissance Survey found low potential for Marbled Murrelet habitat to occufdretited
southern portion of the site.

Preproject ambient noise readings taken at 3 points of the property line logged an average of 40 decibels. Tt
project cannot result in an increase of 3 decibels of continuous project noise levels over ambsetievel
noise generated by fans in greenhouses will not exceed 43 decibels at the property line. In addition, greenho

will not be in operation between O_ctobe:”land_ApriI 18h. There will be no supplemental lighting used in
the nursengreenhouses or in the light deprivation hoop houses.

The project was referred to CDFW on November 20, 2019. Referral comments were requested again on Apri
21, 2020. Comments were received on May 1, 2020. Staff responded to CDFW comments on May 5 (see
Attachment 5).
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The Biological Background Data Search Results showed that there are 14 rare species occurrences that may
present in the project area (Table 2).

Table 2. Occurrence Potential Data for Biological Reconnaissance Survey

Scientific Name Common Name .?Ssg'es Occurrence Potential

Montia howellii Howell's montia plant Potentiallyi outside of project area

Sidalcea malachroides mapleleaved plant High potentiali surveyed for but no speci
checkerbloom found

Erethizon dorsatum North Amerlcan mammal |Potentiallyi outside of project area
porcupine

Pekania pennanti fisher mammal |No potential

Brachyramphus marbled murrelet avian Low potential

marmoratus

C_haradrlus nivosus Western Snowy Plover [avian No potential

nivosus

Coccyzus americanus |Yellow-billed cuckoo |avian Low potential

Falco peregrinus anatun'b‘mencaln peregrine avian No potential
falcon

Pandion haliaetus osprey avian No potential

Strix occidentalis caurin{Northern Spotted Owl |avian High potentiali outside of project area

Bombus caliginosus obscure bumbkbee insect Potentially

Ascaphus truei Pacific tailed frog herpetofaun|No potential

Emys marmorata western pond turtle herpetofaun|Low potentiali outside of project area

Ranaboylii ;?géh'” yellow-legged herpetofaun|No potential

Expansion of the Eel River Produce, LLC Cannabis Project 35

CEQA Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration May 2021



1. Plants

Montia howel i/ (Howel |l 6s monti a)

Listing Status: CNDDB Element RanksGlobal G3G4, State S2

An annual, matted, smaller forb-@lcm) with alternate leaves amitonspicuous flowers.
Commonly found within vernally wet sites and compacted soils under 1,300 ft in elevation. The
habitat usually consists of coniferous forests, vernal pools, seeps, and meadows, sometimes
clinging to the side of a rock outcrop.

Occurence Data
There is low potential to occur within the southern forested portion of the property, not close to
any planned project areas. See Figure 2 for critical habitat

Sidalcea malachroides (magé&aved checkerbloom)
Listing Status: CNDDB Element RanksGlobal G3, State S3

Commonly found in broatkafed upland forest, coastal prairie, coastal scrub, north coast
coniferous forest, and riparian forest. The plant favors woodlands and clearings near the coast,
often in disturbed areas utilized for farmihggging, or general development. S. malachroides

is a perennial herb that can be classified as aBulb, is very bristly, and blooms from April

to August. The leaves are reminiscent of a maple, but is covered in stiff white hair. The flowers
aresmall(7-15 mm) and range from white to pale purpleite in color. Plants are not found

higher in elevation than 3,000 ft.

Occurrence Data

On May 15, 2019 PWA biologist identified multiple areas of high occurrence potential. These
areas include the fieldesignated for cannabis development, the buffer zone where forest meets
disturbed agricultural fields, and within a stand of willows on the north side of the property. A
protocol level survey was conducted throughout the planned cannabis developmemt area,

which no plants were found. Upon the second field visit on June 18, 2019 the landowner cleared
the willow stand for fire suppression measures as permitted by CAL FIRE, and well as tilled and
removed blackberry from the fringe of the forest. As of JB)dlere is one area of high

occurrence potential. This area is located along the southern forest buffer zone, and is included
within the critical habitat area mapped in Figure 2.
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2. Mammals

Erethizon dorsatum (North American porcupine)

Listing Status: CNDDB Element RanksGlobal G5, State S3

The North American porcupine is a black to browryajow rodent with a short round body. It

Is covered in quills that are solid at the base and hollow at the shaft with barbed tips. The
porcupine livesn coniferous, deciduous and mixed forest types and is a generalist without many
specific habitat needs.

Occurrence Data
There is potential to occur within the southern forested portion of the property, not close to any
planned project areas. See FigufferXritical habitat.

Pekania pennanti (fisher)

Listing Status: Global Rank G5T2T3Q, State Rank S2S3, State Status Threatened
BLM_S-Sensitive, CDFW_SSGpecies of Special Concern, USFSSéhsitive

Mediumsized light brown to darklackishbrown mammal, with the face, neck, and shoulder

being slightly gray, and a white underbelly. The fisher has a long body, bushy tail, short legs, and
weights anywhere from-32 Ibs. Males range in length from-33 in and females range from 29

to 37 in. They normally occur within lowto mid-elevation environments of coniferous and

mixed conifer and hardwood forests. They prefefragmented blocks of mature forest with

closed canopies and structural complexity near the forest floor. Ripariaathaé also

important and may be used as a travel corridor between suitable habitat patches. They avoid open
habitats such as grasslands and oak woodlands.

Occurrence Data

There is no potential to occur on this property. There is abundant open grasdlaatand a

forest that has been and currently is proposed for timber harvesting. This fragmented forest also
lacks the riparian migratory corridor.

3. Avian Species

Brachyramphus marmoratus (Marbled murrelet)
Listing Status: Threatened

A small redwood dwlling seabird that nests anywhere frorfB@®miles from the surf line. They generally, prefer
old-growth forests, characterized by large trees, multiple canopy layers, and moderate to high canopy closure
Murrelets nest from late March until meptemberwith the highest activity occurring from miday through

the end of July. They spend most of their iiféhe marine environment courting, foraging, loafing, molting, and
preening nearshore.

Occurrence Data
There is low potential to occur within tlseuthern forested section of the property. See Figure 2
for critical habitat.
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Charadrius nivosus nivosus (Western Snowy Plover)

Listing Status: CNDDB Elemental Rank&lobal G3T3, State S2S3

Federal StatusThreatened

CDFW_SSCSpecies o5pecial Concern

NABCI_RWL-Red Watch List

USFWS_BCGCBIrds of Conservation Concern

The snowy plover is a small, inconspicuous shorebird with a pale tan back and white underparts.
They have a narrow dark stripe on the forehead and a dark stripe behindstifeneyey plovers

are found in areas that match the pale color on their dorsal side including sandy beaches, salt
pond levees and shores of large alkali lakes. Nesting seasons range from early March through
September, with peak nesting occurring from4Atil through midAugust. Snowy plover

nests primarily are shallow scraps or depressions on the ground, typically in sparsely vegetated
areas consisting of sandy, gravelly, or other saline substrates. These nests are very well camouflaged and
difficult to identify even to a weltrained eye.

Occurrence Data
No potential to occur, there is no suitable nesting habit on the property.

Coccyzus americanus (Yellelilled cuckoo)

Listing Status: IUNC Red List of Threatened Species 20&6ést Concern (LC)

CNDDB Elemental Rankk Global G5T2T3, State S1

Federal Status Threatened

State Status Endangered

Yellow-billed cuckoos occur in a variety of riparian habitats with cottonwood and willow stands
providing mosbf their forage grounds in California. Thaye a mediunsized bird

(approximately 12 inches) with grayiimown plumage above white and red primary flight
feathers. Yellowbilled cuckoos inhabit broad home ranges {20 acres) and are primarily

found in streamside trees in the west, but canlasiound in marshes and deciduous

woodlands. Nests occur usualiid feet above the ground and consist of twigs, stems and a thin
lining of grass, pine needles, leaves, and atheterials.

Occurrence Data
Low potential to occur, there are some willows they are scattered. All wetland areas are
bordered by conifers as opposed to hardwoods. See Figure 2 for critical habitat.

Falco peregrinus anatum (American peregrine falcon)

Listing Status: CNDDB Element RanksGlobal G4T4, S3S4

CDF_SSensitive

CDFW _FP-Fully Protected

USFWS_BCCBiIrds of Conservation Concern

The American peregrine falcon is the largest falcon residing over most of the North American
continent. It has long pointed wings, a long tail, and distinct yellow markings arouegetsend

its beak. They are usually found near wetlands, lakes, rivers, or other water courses specifically
on cliffs, banks, dunes, mounds, or human made structures. Their nests consist of a scrap or a

depression or ledge in an open site that is protéatedthe elements on a rocky outcrop or cliff.
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Occurrence Data
No Potential to occur on this property. There are no excessively tall trees, power lines or cliff
faces in open areas on the property.

Pandion haliaetus (osprey)

Listing StatusCNDDB Element Ranké Global G5, State S4

Ospreys are a large, slender hawk with long narrow wings and long legs. They have a marked
kink in their wings, making an Mhape when seen from below. The birds are brown above and
white below, with a broad browstripe through their eye. They usually are found around any
form of body of water eating almost exclusively fish, and nest on top of poles and dead trees.

Occurrence Data
There is no potential to occur within and around the project sites, no suitabkeedsaibr
nesting were observed.

Strix occidentalis caurina (Northern Spotted Owl, NSO)

Listing Status: IUNC Red List of Threatened Species 2017

A mediumsized (1619 inches long) dark brown ow! that primarily inhabits old growth forests.

A spotted owl survey specific for a proposed THP, was conducted for this property on June 6,
2019 by Holmgren Forestry. This NSO compliance review is valid until February 1 2020 and is
located in Appendix D with additional information about nearby occureeimcAppendix B.

Occurrence Data
High potential to occur within the southern forested portion of the property, see Figure 2 for
critical habitat.

4. Insects

Bombus caliginosus (obscure bumblee)

Listing Status: Global Rank G4, State Rank SISZN_VU-Vulnerable

The obscure bumblebee is almost identical to Bombus vosnesenskii apart from females having a
pale fringe on their abdomen and males having slightly longer antennae. B.caliginosus has a
yellow face and one yellow stripe across their abelerThey are found predominantly on

specific plant species including Baccharis, Cirsium, Lupinus, Lotus, Grindelia, and Phacelia.

Occurrence Data
There is potential to occur on this property, but no host plants were identified within the project
area.

5. Herpetofauna

Ascaphus truei (Pacific tailed frog)

Listing Status: CNDDB Element RaiikGlobal: G4, State: S3S4

Pacific tailed frogs inhabit cold (below 15 degrees C), clear;statled, and fast moving

streams with a rocky channel bottom in weegis. They do not inhabit ponds or lakes. Tadpoles
have wide, flat, and downward facing mouths that help with suction onto rocks. Most tailed frogs
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are darkly colored with grainy skin to help them blend in. Tadpoles often have a white spot on
the tipof their tails. Although they spend most of their time in the water, adult ##dgd can
sometimes be found along stream banks at night or ondaysy

Occurrence Data
No potential to occur on this property; no streams contain a rocky substrate amabidye m
ephemeral.

Emys marmorata (western pond turtle)

Listing status: CNDDB Element Rank$Global G3G4, State S3

BLM_S-Sensitive

CDFW_SSCGSpecies of Special Concern

IUCN_VU-Vulnerable

USFS_SSensitive

A thoroughly aquatic turtle of pondsiarshes, rivers, streams, and irrigation ditches, usually with aquatic
vegetation, and found below 6000 ft in elevation. The turtle needs basking sites and

suitable (sandy banks or grassy open fields) upland habitat up to 0.5km from water for egglaying.

Occurrence Data

There is a very low potential for the western pond turtle to occur here, the ponds do not have
structures for the animal to climb out nor any foraging opportunity. There is an irrigation ditch
that runs into a neighboring pond, but once mgjagére are no foraging opportunities. See Figure
2 for wetlandareas.

Rana boylii (foothill yellowlegged froq)

Listing Status: CNDDB Element RanksGlobal G3, State S3

BLM_S-Sensitive

CDFW_SSCGSpecies of Special Concern

IUCN_NT-NearThreatened

USFS_SSensitive

Yellow legged frogs occur in streams and rivers with rocky substrates, cool water temperatures
and within a variety of lotic habitats. They need at least some csiziele substrate to lay their
egg masses on, and at least 1&8kgeto attain metamorphosis. They can be identified by their
smaller bodies (~3.5 inches) and their defensive mechanism. Yellow legged frogs will often
jump into water and sit on the bottom, using their cryptic bodies to hide them whilsmthirs
of frogs either hop away or dive into deep water and swim apeKly.

Occurrence Data
There is no potential to occur on this property as there is no suitable cobble to lay the egg
masses.
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Botanical Protocol Level Survey

A protocol level surveyvas conducted in all potential habitat and planned areas of development
that were identified for Sidalcea malachroides. No occurrences of Sidalcea malachroides were
identified. See Appendix A for the complete taxa list and Figure 2 for the area sumveyed i
yellow.

Invasive Species Management Plan

Throughout the property, there are many-native species and specifically three invasive
species to focus efforts on eradicating. This-native assemblage is due to the historic
farming practices.

Wetland Delineation

Wetlands identified on the project site exist to the south of the alfalfa field, along the toe of a north facing
hillslope and along the southwestern property line.

Wetland #1

The biologistidentified Wetland #1 (TR) along the southern edge of the alfalfa field at the break
inslope, below a forested hillside (Figure Bhis feature was characterized as an approximately
0.11 acre freshwater emergent wetland. This area was cleared of shrub and tree cover between
May 2014 and May 2016 with slash stockpiled onsite, which made wetland boundaries
somewhat difficult to discerhis site passed the Dominance Test for hydrophytic vegetation
with a plant community composed primarily of Alisma lanceolatum (leakwater plantain).

The hydric soil indicators present at this site are Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) and Depleted Matrix
(F3). Primary wetland hydrology indicators present include Surface Water (Al), High Water
Table (A2), and Saturation (A3) with the secondary indicators of Geomorphic Position (D2) and
the FAGNeutral Test (D5).

Wetland #2

At this location aremergent spring was developed into a pond, where a lateral overflow ditch
leads west along the tree line and is confined to the fineslbpe by a constructed berm at the
edge of the alfalfa field (Figure 2). The pond is approximately 725 square feetrerdpaired

with the overflow path, is a 0.03 acre freshwater emergent wetland. This si#¢ pBsed the
Dominance Test for hydrophytic vegetation with a plant community dominated by Sequoia
sempervirens (coastal redwood), Notholithocarpus densif(taneak), Equisetum arvense

(field horsetail), Oenanthe sarmentosa (Pacific WBtepwort), Veronica americana
(AmericanBrooklime), Lemna minor (common duckweed), and Rubus armeniacus (Himalayan
blackberry). The hydric soil indicators present at this aie Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) and Loamy
Gleyed Matrix (F2). Primary wetland hydrology indicators present include Surface Water (Al),
High Water Table (A2), Saturation (A3), and Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) with the secondary
indicators of Geomorphic PositioD2) and the FA&\eutral Test (D5).
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Wetland #3

Adjacent to the western property boundary and at the outlet of the pond overflow of Wetland #2,
PWA identified Wetland #3 (T8), which continues off the property to the west and parallels

the fence line on the neighboring parcel for approximately 150 feet (Figure 2). This site passed
the Dominance Test for hydrophytic vegetation with an overstory dominated by S. sempervirens
and Salix lasiolepis (Arroyo willow) and an herb stratum composed plynodiScirpus

microcarpus (Redinge bulrush) and E. arvense. The hydric soil indicator present at this site was
Depleted Matrix (F3). Primary wetland hydrology indicators present include Surface Water (Al),
High Water Table (A2), and Saturation (A3) wilie secondary indicators of Drainage Patterns
(B10), Geomorphic Position (D2) and the FA@utral Tes{D5).

Drainage Ditch

A test pit was sampled next to the central drainage ditch at the western property d#he (TP
Figure 2). Sampling point TR exhibts wetland characteristics due to historic backwatering of
the mamrmade ditch beyond the western property line, where the ditch is flat to somewhat of a
reverse grade for a short distance. The fence line was recently cleared of vegetation, but based on
the existing herbaceous and woody cover, the Dominance test for hydrophytic vegetation was
met. Hydric soils were also present here with the Depleted Matrix (F3) indicator. Wetland
hydrologycriteriawas not met here, but there was some surface water dndimage ditch.

Based on existing conditions this site was not identdiza wetland, as the frequency and
duration of inundation comes from an ephemeral, manmade conveyance that primarily
backwaters in response to storm events.
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Invasive Species Management Plan

Throughout the property, there are many-native species and specifically three invasive
species to focus efforts on eradicating.

This nornative assemblage is due to the historic agricultural land use associatétmitiy and grazing.

The three invasive species to focus efforts on include Circium vulgare (bullthistle), Holcus lanatus (velvet
grass), and Rubus armeniacus (Himalayan blackberry). For each species their location on the property will b
specified, theirdentification will be explained, followed by species specific eradication methods.

Cicrium vulgare (Bull thistle) When visited irMay and June, small thistles were
identified throughout the agricultural fields. It is not palatable to livestock, rethees
forage potentiabf infested pasture, and out competes native plants. C.vulgare is listed as
Moderate Invasiveness on California Invasive Plant Counciti@2). Identification is
based upon the following characteristics: Graywso 7ft in height, leaves are up to 12
inches long and deeply lobed with coarse prickly hairs on top and woolly hairs
underneath, stem has spiny wings that run down the length of the stem, and finally a
purple inflorescence. Tilling, hand pulling, and other means of mechaacaval are
effective and should be done before flowering to prevent seed production. A single
mowing in one season of the thistle is generally insufficient because of phetialogy.
Landowner should mow his agricultural fields twice a year for Bsyeaas needed,

while reseeding with native grass in between intervals. See Table 3 for a list of native
grasses that are suitable to be seeded in the Holmesr&dat

Holcus lanatus (velvet grass)When visited in May and June, mature velvet grass was
identified within all agricultural fields on the property, as well as encroaching upon the
identified wetlands. H.lanatus rapidly colonizes disturbed areas, where it out competes
natives species for soil moisture and nutrients. The grass is listed astaode
invasiveness on GalPC. Identification is based upon the following characteristics: a
tufted perennial typically-3 feet tall with a soft pubescent gregray foliage. This

foliage can look like gray hairs, giving the species the common name gedgst

Because H.lanatus is within the same field as C.vulgare, the management practice will be
the same. Landowner should mow his agricultural fields twice a year for 5 years or as
needed, while reseeding with native grass in between intervals. Se€Tabkelist of

native grasses that are suitable to be seeded in the Holmes Flat area.

Rubus armeniacus (Himalayan blackbeiryyhen visited in May and June, mature

R.armeniacus was identified along the forest buffer zone (Figure 2), sprouting within the

agricultural fields, with especially high densities on the west side of the property parallel

to the neighboring parcel 6s fence. Hi mal ayan bl a
bramble, with leaves that come in sets of three or five and is listed as Végiveness

on CallIPC. The stem is what differentiates it from native species, being robust with large

stiff prickles. The most effective way to eradicate this plant is by removing the root

crowns and other major root systems but can be labor intensivediice physical

strain, the landowner will remove above ground canes every year for up to five years if

needed. This will exhaust the plant of nutrients, eventually causidgritgse.

Analysis
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a) Finding: The project would not have a substrddverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local
regional plans, policies, or regulations by the California Department of Fish and WildlgeU.S.

Fish and WildlifeService. The mitigation of the Humboldt Cou@ZLUO Ordinancé&IR

regarding preconstruction survey for birds has emphasized the mitigation measures in order to
protect habitat angpecial status species in the surrounding area.

Less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated.

Discussion: Based on the biological resources technical report prepared by Pacific Watershed Associc
and Holmgren Forestry, variogpecies of plants, birds, mammals, and amphibians protected by federal
and state regulations have very little potential habitat at the project site and in the project vicinity.

No special status plant species were observed in the Survey Area to dadeoBHeevegetation
communities observed by Pacific Watershed Associates and Holmgren Forestry, only one high potenti
species, Sidalcea malachroides, was determined to have potential to occur in the project. This species
was not found when a search wasducted within the entire parcel and project vicinity.

A Northern Spotted Owl (NSO) survey specific to a proposed THP on the southern forested portion of
parcel was conducted on June 6, 2019, and is included in Appendix B of the Biological Report. Th
survey detected zero NSO within a-tnfle radius of the property. There are three (3)

activity centers across the Eel River to the north and northeast approximately 1.3 miles away, and one
(1) 1.3 miles to the southwest. Marbled Murrelet meppabitat is located on Redwood State Ramtk
approximately 0.2 miles from the site. The Biological Reconnaissance Survey found low potential for
Marbled Murrelet habitat to occur in the forested southern portion sftthe

Once the project is compéxl and greenhouses, etc are operation, there exists possibility that noise and
light pollution may adversely effect, either directly or indirectly, wildlife species identified as candidate,
sensitive, or special status. Such adverse effects include cadidifi of habit use or avoidance of flight
pathways by special status birds or bats. Auditory shielding of all emergency generators to below 50
decibels and shielding esite lighting used in the existing or proposed mixed light and nursery
greenhouses tminimize offsite lighting and direct light within the property boundaries shall be
completed. Light shall not escape at a level that is visible from neighboring properties between sunset
and sunrise. The light source should comply with the Internatiocsud 8ky Association standards for
Lighting Zone 0 and Lighting Zone 1 and be designed to regulate light spillage onto neighboring
properties resulting from backlight, uplight, or glare (BUG).

The issue of elevated sound and light disturbance of foredlife/iépecies, especially as it affects the
northern spotted owl (owl) and the marbled murrelet (murrelet), remains a complex, controversial, and
poorly understood subject. The United States Fish and Wildlife (USFW) interprets that adverse auditot
impactson owl or murrelet activity (i.e. flushing from nest or abandoned or delayed feeding attempts)
can result from elevated sound levels or visual detection of human activities near their active nests
(Arcata Fish and Wildlife Office 2006). In addition, nidgimhe light pollution from poorly shielded

artificial lights can result in significant impacts to organisms and ecosystems (Gaston et al. 2013; Benr
et al. 2015). Although historic activity centers occur within 1.3 miles of the project, adoption of noise
and light impact avoidance measures will mitigate potential adverse impacts-arsimg behavioral
activities (i.e. foraging and migration).

The Biological Reconnaissance report evaluated the site for the presence or potential presence of rare
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and sensitive plants and wildlife. The biologist determined a high potential for-rtesstd
checkerbloom and Northern Spotted Owl. A protocol survay @ompleted for mapleafed
checkerbloom, and no plants were found during a seasonally apprepnatg.

With the proposed mitigation measures and operating restrictions, the proposed project would not hav
substantial adverse effect, either dirngctt through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a
candidate, sensitive or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by tl
CDFW or USFWS.

b) Finding: The project would not have a substantial adversetffieany riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the
CDFW orUSFWS.

Less than significant impact

Discussion: A Northern Spotted Owl (NSO) surgpgcific to a proposed THP on the southern forested
portion of the parcel was conducted on June 6, 2019, and is included in Appendix B of the Biological
Report. The survey detected zero NSO within andilé radusof the property. There are (3) activity
centers across the Eel River to the North and Northeast approximately 1.3 miles away and one (1)
1.3 miles to the southwest. Marbled Murrelet mapped habitat is located on Redwood StatedPark
approximately 0.2 miles from the site. The Biological Recssaaice Survey found low potential for
Marbled Murrelet habitat to occur in the forested southern portion sftthe

The Biological Reconnaissance report evaluated the site for the presence or potential presence of rare
and sensitive plants and wildlif€Ehe biologist determined a high potential for majgafed

checkerbloom and Northern Spotted Owl. A protocol survey was completed forlewiele

checkerbloom, and no plants were found during a seasonally appreprietg.

The setbacks from the epheral manmade ditches start with §0ot setbacks from the wetlands
and marmade ditch.

c) Finding: The project would not have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 40df the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrol@jimterruptionor othermeans.

Less than significant impact.

Discussion: According to the wetland delineation report prepared by Pacific Watershed Associates, th
project has no adverse effect on the Wetlands or Waters of the US as identified iahd wet

delineation report (PWA). As shown on the proposed site plan, the project would be designed and
constructed outside of all Wetlands and Waters of the US on the property wifoat S6tback from
wetlands and small tributaries and over-200t setbak away from the Eel River.

The Erosion Control Plan for the parcel by Holmgren Forestry (Erosion Control Plan and THPO
November 2019) and Site Management Plan by Humboldt Logistics (June 2020) has developed for th
existing cultivation aspect of the piaged project but applicable to the entire project through annual
monitoring efforts, Il ncludes erosion and sedi
reduce sources of sediment and impact on natural substances of the earth. Implemerttation of t
practices proposed in these technical memorandums would significantly reduce any protentional issue
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of irrigation run from the cultivation areas, preventing discharge of nutrients, pesticides/herbicides, sall
and heavy metals to adjacent surface vgaiacluding the delineated wetlands on the project site.

The proposed and existing project are also subject and enrolled with the requirements of the State We

Resource Control Boarddés Cultivation Waste Di
Humboldt Medical Marijuana Land Use Ordinance. The SWRCB Program and the County of Humbold
Medi cal Marijuana Land Use Ordinance have nst

that address potential impacts to water quality. This includesrigg) that fertilizers and
pesticides/herbicides be applied consistent with product labeling and managed to ensure that they wo
not enter or be released into surface or groundwater. foherthe project as proposed and in

compliance with regulatoryeguirements would not have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands through direct removal, filing, hydrological interruption, or other means.

d) Finding: The project would not interfere substantially with the movement of any natigterresr
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife coradors
impede the use of native wildlife nursesiyes.

Less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated.

Discussion: The project sifAPN 209331-002) is approximately 3@cre parcel, 15.3 acres of mapped
Prime Agricultural Soil on the parcel, that is located at 1048 Holmes Flat Road in Homes Flat CA, on
the south side of Holmes Flat Road, approximately 1,700 feet west from the tmarsé¢iolmes Flat

Road and Tierney Road, on a site that was used in the past heavily for ranching and agricultural
purposesThe subject parcel is surrounded by agricultural land, grassland, rural residential uses,
multiple commercial cannabis cultivatidacilities, the Eel River, and hills. The subject parcel is

currently developed with a 1800 sf legacy house, 480 sf storage shed, 160 sf storage, and four 2,496
greenhouses for a commercial nursery, and tweigfyt 2,000 SF greenhouses for light degdion and

mixed light cultivation activities. Watdor irrigation would besolely sourced from rainwater

catchment

The project has been designed to maintain a 300 plus foot setback from the Eel River, therefore the
proposedroject would have no impacts to the Eel River and associated Bheasmainder of the site
is previously disturbed/developed land.

e) Finding: The project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such astree preservation policy ordinance.
Less than significant impact.

Discussion: This project does not conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources. The project would not involve the removal of any trees at the projdat aitdition to the
general biological resources policies in the County General Plan, the County maintains Streamside
Management Areas (SMA) to protect sensitive fish and wildlife habitats and to minimize erosion,
runoff, and other conditions detrimentalwater quality. As described above, the project footprint has
been designed and is located outside outside of the SMA for the Eel River. There are no existing
generators, and all fans are located away from the property line to ensure that noise lsvetxdeed
50 decibels (dB), the current dB reading is approximately 43 dB at the property line.
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f) Finding: The project would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plaw,other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan.

No impact.

Discussion: According to the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Environmental Conservation Online System
(ECOS), the project site is not located within the boundarietHatbdtat Conservation Plan. Habitat
Conservation Plans in Humboldt County include the following: 1) Green Diamond Resource Company
California Timberlands & Northern Spotted Owl (formerly Simpson Timber Company); 2) Humboldt
Redwood Company (formerly Pacifimmber, Headwaters); 3) Regli Estates; and, 4) Humboldt Bay
Municipal Water District Habitat Conservation Plan. These Habitat Conservation Plans primarily apply
to forested lands in the County.

The project site is not located in the boundaries of a Blaiommunity Conservation Plan. The
conservation plans for Humboldt County listed on California Regional Conservation Plans Map on the
CDFW website include the Green Diamond and Habitat Conservation Plans. Therefore, the project
would not conflict with anyocal policies or ordinances protecting biological resources or conflict with
the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Plan, or other approved
plan applicable to the project area.

Theproject does not contain designated critical habitat for any listed species. The nearest designated
critical habitat is for the northern spotted owl approximately 1.3 miles away to the northeast, 1.3 miles
to the southwest, and across the Eel River tothth. Additionally, critical habitat for the marbled
murrelet habitat is located on the Redwood State Park land approximately .2 miles from the site. The
Biological Reconnaissance Survey found low potential for Marbled Murrelet habitat to occur in the
forested southern portion of the site.

Mitigation for Biological Resourcesfor Impacts a, b, and d.

A seasonally appropriate speesthtus plant survey will be conducted and any other potential special
status plant in the project area prior to any grgdir site development. These surveys shall follow the
protocol described in CDFW (2018) and abide by the biological report content and standards describe
in the Humboldt County Code Sections 364.1.17 and 3141.1.18. No grading, restoration, removal

of structures, or development of new structwwdsbe done until permit approvalf plants are found
during the floristic surveys, a qualified biologsstallconduct further tests on the species and Humboldt
County Planning and Buildin@epartment will be notified if these are a special or sensitive protected
species on site.

No generators are used for the project, ensuring that the decibels will not exceed 50 db at tree line,
possibly disturb the Northern Spotted Owl. Applicant milhimize or avoid work with heavy machinery
associated with the cultivation of cannabis during the nesting period, starting in February through July
This is alsaconsistentvith county Ordinance 2559.

The landowner will not commence newwv@lopment outside of the survey area and not remove
vegetation from the forest buffer zone unless surveyed beforehand. This is most importantly to protect
the Sidalecea malachroid€3round disturbance and vegetation clearing and/or trimming will be
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confined to the minimum amount necessary to facilitate project implementation and will not be
conducted within the forested or shrubland alliances delineated within the Survey Area.

Projectrelated materials will be stored in designated existing and propogiedtgtorage buildings
shown on the Site Plan

Measures to prevent the spread of invasive weeds will be taken, including, where appropriate, inspect
equipment for soil, seeds, and vegetative matter, cleaning equipment, utilizindreeathterials and
native seed mixes for revegetation, and proper disposal of soil and vegetation. Prior to entering and
leaving the work site, workers will remove all degplant parts, leaves, and woody debris (e.qg.,
branches, chips, bark) from clothing, vehicles, and equiprAgpticant will not commence any new
development outside of the survey areas and not remove vegetation from the forest buffeneone
Applicant will follow the plan and timeline laid out in section 3.5 Invasive Species Management, and
contact a qualified professional after five years if an additional eradication plan is needed.

Disturbance or removal of nativegetation shall be limited to the minimum necessary to achieved
design guidelines and precautions to avoid damage to vegetation outside the work areas shall be
implemented.

Clearing and vegetation grubbing operations will occur outside the nesting §eddarch to 15

August). If clearing and grubbing operatioagproposed toccur during the nesting season, then the
landowner will have a qualified biologist conduct a nesting survey of the proposed clearing site and a
surrounding 3dn (100t) buffer. The nest survey results will be valid for two weeks. If clearing
operations do not occur within the twaeek window, the biologist will conduct another survey. If a

nest is found, then the biologist will mark aib(50ft) diameter buffer around it that wilemain in

place until the young have fledged. The nest and buffer can be removed at that point.
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Potentially ;ie;r?if-il;:hain Less Than

No

Significant twith Significan Impact
Would the project: Impact ng'rgpa;;‘;?ed tImpact
a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource pursutant 0 X 0 0
815064.5?
b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the signific S X S S
of an archaeological resource pursuar§16064.5?
c. Disturb any human remains, including those S X S S

interred outside of dedicategmeteries?

Setting: Ethnographic and historical research identified the project area within the tratgtictoay of the
Athabascarspeaking Indians, but their tribal name is uncertain. The Wiyot Indians, who lived downriver on
near theEel River belowpreserdday Alton, called Holmes FlatiMat-the-the-commame 0 According to the

Wiyot elder Amos Riley this was as far upriver as the Wiyot language was spoken. The Lolahnkok tribal group
which occupied the Bull Creek drainage, called Holmes Flat-#&dise, but it does not appear that they

claimed the area. A group called the-tdm-dunkut karya, a branch of the Nongatl tribe, occupied the lower
section of Larabee Creek, but it is not known if their territory extended along the Eel River. Asthael 840s
residents of Hol mes would still find Indian i mpl e
forthcoming).

It is uncertain which group of Indians claimed the project area, but is known they were Atabascan speakers.
They may have been coerted with a Sinkyone tribal group, as these groups are known to have occupied the
main Eel drainage as far downriver as the High Rock area. Perhaps more likely, however, is that they were
part of a Nongatl tribal group called the-din-dunkut karya (Rohde forthcoming).

It is unclear how far northward Sinkyone territory extended downriver beyond the confluence of the South Forl
and main Eel rivers. Goddard located at least two villages that he labeled Sinkyone in the area downriver of th
confluence. hie next location downriver for which there is definite habitation information is the lower stretches
of Larabee Creek, which was occupied by a Nongat/
extended all the way downstream to the Eelréhelittle information about the section of the Eel between
Larabee Creek and Scotia; the Lolanhkok Indian George Burt provided several names for locations along this
section of the river,but did not indicate what tribe controlled the area. Variougetphers agree that the area
above Scotia was occupied by California Athabascan speakers, but they offer various possibilities for their trib
affiliation. They could have been members of the Bear River, the Nongatl, or the Sinkyone tribe. Or they could
have belonged to some unidentified tribal group. Or the area could have been an intertribal zone shared by
members of two or more of the groups mentioned above. No name has been located for the Indian people wh
occupied this area.
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According to the Mrthwest Information Center (NWIC), the project area has not been included in previous
cul tur al resourced surveys, and no cultur al resou
the project property.

The Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THP@fthe Bear River Band of the Rohnerville Rancheria was
contacted during the courséthe cultural resourcavestigation.

A comprehensive field survey of the entire area proposed for cultivation wasaetedpl January 2019. Field
conditions were good, as much of the project area and surrounding property was found to contain ample mine
sediment exposure on the ground surface (ARSC, 2019)
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Analysis:

a)

b)

Finding: The

project wouldnot

cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to §15064.5.
Less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated.

Discussion: The project site (APN 2881-002) is an approximately 3fcre parcel that is dhe south

side of Holmes Flat Road, approximately 1,700 feet west from the intersection of Holmes Flat Road ar
Tierney Road, on a site that was used in the past heavily for ranching and agricultural purposes. The
subject parcel is currently developed watli800sflegacy house, 480 sf storage shed, 160 sf storage,
and four 2,496 SF greenhouses for a commercial nursery, and #ighty2,000 SF greenhouses for

light deprivation and mixed light cultivation activitidgigation water is solely sourceddm rainwater
catchmentThe existing structures at the site are not proposed to be removed as part of this project ant
are not considered histosperiod cultural resources in the Cultural Resources Investigation of the
project site conducted BWRSC, December 2019. The purpose of this investigation was to document
whether cultural resources that would be considered historical resources or tribal cultural resources, al
present within the proposed project area. As stated on Page 39 sectibe éoéstigatiomeport:

Zero (0) archaeological resources were discovered as a result of this survey, and three (3) previous
surveys within % mile of this property resulted in zero (0) archaeological findings outside of the current
project area. Neitheof these findings will be affected by the current project.

ARSC concluded that no further archaeological studies are recommended for permit approval, as it is
currently proposed. Therefore, the proposed project would not cause a subsdaetiseé change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in §15064.5.

Finding: The project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuangidb064.5.
Less than significant impact withitigationincorporated.

Discussion: The Cultural Resources Investigation (ARSC, 2018) concluded that no artifacts, features,
sites which would be considered an historical resource for the purposes of CEQA (15064.5 (a)), were
identified during the 8ld survey and that the background research and field survey methods were
adequately matched to identify cultural resources at this project location. Additionally, the Bear River
Band of the Rohnerville Rancheria did not indicate that tribal cultural res®were present. The
investigation concluded that no further archaeological studies are recommended for the project as
currently proposed.

Although discovery of cultural resources during project construction is not anticipated, Mitigation
Measure isncluded to ensure that potential project impacts on inadvertently discovered cultural
resources are eliminated or reduced to a less than significant level. With the proposed mitigation, the
project would not cause a substantial adverse change in thigcsigee of an archaeological resource.
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c) Finding: The project would not disturb any human remains, including that interred outside of formal
cemeteries.
Less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated.

Discussion: Th&ultural Resource Investigation completed by ARSC (December 2019) did not identify any
human remains on the project site. However, due to the potential of discovering unknown human remains duri
proposed construction activities, the inadvertent discomertpcol recommended in the Cultural Resources
Investigation has been included in Mitigation Measure below. With the proposed mitigation, the impact would
be less than significant.

Mitigation for Cultural Resources Impacts a, b, and ¢

The following provigs means of responding to the circumstances of a significant discovery during the cultural
monitoring of the final implementation of the proposed agricultural development within the project parcel. If
cultural materials for example: chipped or ground stbistoric debris, building foundations, or bone are
discovered during groundisturbance activities, work shall be stopped within 20 meters (66 feet) of the
discovery, per the requirements of CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 (f)). Work near the arcbaleiods)
shall not resume until a professional archaeol og
Guidelines, has evaluated the materials and offered recommendation for further action.

If human remains are discovered during progeetstruction, work would be stopped at the discovery location,
within 20 meters (66 feet), and any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent to human remains
(Public Resources Code, Section 7050.5). The Humboldt County coroner would be cdatdetednine if the
cause of death must be investigated. If the coroner determines thatrtteen® are of Native American origin,

it is necessary to comply with state laws relating to the disposition of Native American burials, which fall
within the juisdiction of the NAHC (Public Resources Code, Section 5097). The coroner would contact the
NAHC. The descendants or most likely descendants of theedsed would be contacted, and work would not
resume until they have made a recommendation to the lared@w the person responsible for the excavation
work for means of treatment and disposition, with appropriate digsfitie human remains and any associated
grave goods, as provided in Public Resources Code, S&0@M98.
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Less Than
VI. ENERGY. Potentially Significan Less Than

No

Significant t with Significan Impact
: . Impact Mitigation t Impact

Would the project: P Incorporated P

a. Result in potentially significant environmental imp
due to wasteful, inefficient, orunnecessarn 5 5 5
consumption of energy resources, during pro X
construction opperation?

b. Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for S S S X

renewable energy or energificiency?

Discussion

Setting: The project site ovided with orgrid electricity from Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E),
enrolled in the RCEA Power+ community choice energy program that purchases 100% renewable grid
energy for commercial use. There will be 12, (2 rows of lights, 6 each rowhp8Qgevita lights within the

four mixed light greenhouses, this puts Eel River Produce at a intensity of 6 watts per square foot, which on
the State level, qualifies them for a Tier 1 license. Solar fans are used for all greenhouse structures.

The Humbatit County General Plan includes an Energy Element. The Energy Element prometes self
sufficiency, independence, and local control in energy management and supports diversity and creativity in
energy resource development, conservation, and efficiency. fdgrgyEElement notes that key renewable
energy resources include biomass, wind, wave, and smatiffuver hydroelectric. According to the Energy

El ement, | ocal bi omass resources are used to pro

Roughly half of the electricity serving Humboldt County is generated at the Pacific Gas and Electric Company
Humboldt Bay Generating Station. The County imports about 90% of its natural gas; the rest is obtained loca
from fields in the Eel River valley.

Analysis:

1. a) Finding: The project would not result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to
wasteful, inefficientpr unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or
operation.

No impact.

Discussion: The projeetould use orgrid electricity from PG&E, while enrolled in the RCEA Power+
program and solar fans for all operations. The 10,000 square foot mixed light would be the only
greenhouses with mixed light. No new energy facilities are needed in connectidhenpttoject. No

aspect of the project would result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources. The project only involves cultivation, witl
processing to occur at an ofsibcation. The project will have minimal energy resource demands,
relating to primarily to fuel use in the project vehicles, and security lighting on the perimeter of the
property, in the parking area, and at the entrance gate. No impact would occur.

2. b) Finding: The project would not conflict withr obstruct a stater local plan for renewable energy
and energfficiency.
No impact.
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Discussion: The project would not conflict with the Humboldt County General Plan Energy Element.
The project woulanly use the amount of electricity required for its operations and not in a wasteful
manner. No impact would occur.

Less Than

VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Potentially Significan Less Than
Significant t with Significan Impact
. . Impact Mitigation t Impact
Would the project: Incorporated

a. Directly or indirectly cause potential substan
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury,
death involving:

i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as deline: 5 S S
on the mostrecent AlquistPriolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geolox
for the area or based on other substar
evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

ii. Strong seismic grounshaking? 5 5 5 X

iii. Seismierelated ground failure, including g S S
liquefaction?

iv. Landslides? o) bo) o)

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 5 S
topsoil?

c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstablc 5 S 5 X
thatwould become unstable as a result of the proj
and potentially result in enor off-site landslide,
lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction
collapse?

d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 5 S S X
1-B of the UniformBuilding Code (1994), creatin
substantial direct or indirect risks to life or proper
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e. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the S S X
of septic tanks or alternative wastger disposa
systemswhere sewersare not available for the
disposal of wasteater?

f. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontologic S X S 5
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

Setting: The parcel is mapped as having moderate and low geologic instability. The project slteaewin

a mapped AlquisPriolo fault zone or subject to liquefaction. There are no mapped landslides on the agricultura
portion of the property. According to USGS data layer on Humboldt County WebGIS, the slopes where
cultivation will occur are lesdiain 15%. There are no erosion control or runoff issues in the project area. An
Erosion Control Plan was prepared for the Timber Harvest Plan evaluating the geologic stability of the propost
THP area. No erosion issues were identified that would impde onpacted by the proposed project. The
operation will comply with best practices for winterization. The proposed uses are not expected to be affected
geologic instability. The project does not pose a threat to public safety related from expostuieatona

manmade hazards.

There are no earthquake faults delineated on Alquist Priolo Fault Zone maps within the Project area according
to online geologic maps produced by the California Division of Mine and Geology
(https://maps.conservation.ca.go8ince the Project area does not contain a known active fault and is not

within 200 feet of an active fault trace, surface fault rupture is not considered to be a significant hazard for the
Project site. Therefore, the Project will not expose people or stesdin substantial adverse effects from a

fault rupture, and no impact would occur.

a.ii. Earthquakes on active faults in the region have the capacity to produce a range of ground shaking intensi
in the Project area. Ground shaking may affect areadrbdsofmi | es di st ant from an
Because the Project site is located within a seismically active area, some degree of ground motion resulting fr
seismic activity in the region could occur during the loegn operation of the Praje however, no structures or
buildings are proposed as a part of the Project. Therefore, no impact would occur relating to strong seismic
ground shaking.

a.iii According to online geologic maps produced by the California Division of Mine and Geology
(https://maps.conservation.ca.gpthe Project site is not designated as an area subjegtafaction. The
Project would not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects related e kdenhic
ground failure, including liquefaicin, and no impact wouldccur.

a.iv. According to the Humboldt County Web GIS system, no historic landslides are designated in or near the
Project area. The Project parcels and immediately surrounding area are designated with a stabibityl rating
(low instability) or 2 (moderate instability). The Project area itself does not contain any areas of known slope
instability. No buildings or structures are proposed asqbaine Project.

Therefore, the Project will not expose people or structures to potential substhrergiseffects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving landslides, and no impact will occur.

b. The existing drainage and runoff patterns Wwédmaintained, as no grading is proposed in connection with
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the Project. Plants will be plantedtinrh e e xi st i ng nat wroalo s(ooirl sa nmi/loarr
potting containers, which can be set on the existing terrain, and moved around easily within tharéeoject

The Project does not involve the removal of any trees within thedPeoga, or vegetation outside of the
Project footprint that could result in erosion.

The Project will maintain coverage under SWRCB Order WQ ZmPBDWQ, which prescribes Best
Practicable Treatment or Control measures to control runoff and erosikwlimgcmonitoring of erosion

control measures during and after design storm events, and repair or replacement, as needed, of ineffectiv
erosion control methods immediately.

Given the design elements of the Project, as well as implementation of BMBPa@dmeasures, the Project

is not expected to result in significant soil erosion or loss of topsoil during the initiation phase or for the life of
the Project. Therefore, the Project will not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoliésanithan
significant impact would occur.

b. According to the Humboldt County Web GIS system, no historic landslides are designated in or near the
Project area. The Project parcels and immediately surrounding area are designated with a stability rating of 1
(low instability) or 2 (moderate instability). The Project area itself does not contain any areas of known slope
instability. According to online geologic maps produced by the California Division of Min&eaalbgy
(https://maps.conservation.ca.gotheProject site is not designated as an area subject to liquefaction. No
buildings or structures are proposed as part of the Project. Therefore, the Project would not be located on a
geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstableesslaof the Project, and no impact

would occur.

c. Expansive soilpossesas Ais-hwehko characteristic. Shrink/ swel
volume to be expected with changes in moisture content, that is, the extent to whichshendailas it dries
out or swells when it gets wet. No expansive soils have been identified on the Project site and no buildings o
structures are proposed as part of the Project; therefore, no impact from expansive soils is expected.

d and eGiven thatthe Project involves only seasonal agricultural activities (cultivation) and a maximum seasonal
demand for 16 employees, the site will utilize portable toilets to be located in the southeastern corner of tt
cultivation area (near the designated parkireggrand no septic system will be installed. Therefore, no impact
relating to use of septic tanks would occur. Attachment 4 is PWA OWTS Septic Suitabjiyt.

f. No unique paleontological or geologic features are known to exist on the Projectriter,Fio grading is
proposed in connection with the Project, as -gpatl di
type above ground pottingpntainers, which can be set on the existing terrain and moved around easily within the
Prgect area. However, a mitigation measure is proposed to address the unlikely event that buried paleontologi
resources are discovered during Project activities.
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Mitigation for Geology and Soilsl mp afcd #

In the event that paleontologiaalsourcesre discovered, work will be stopped within 100 feet of the discovery
and a qualified paleontologist will be notified. The paleontologist will document the discovery as needed. If
fossilized materials are discaeel during construction within 100 feet of the find shall be a temporarily halted ol

diverted until discovery is examined by a qualified paleontologist.
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Less Than

VIill.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Potentially ~ Significan  Less Than

Significant £ with Significan ,_\°

. S Impact
Would the project: R e ot
a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either direc S S X S
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on 1
environment?
b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulati S S X S

adopted for the purpose of reducing the emission
greenhouse gases?

Setting: As a result of revisions to the CEQA Guidelines that beeéfextive in March 2010, lead agencies
are obligated to determine whether a projectados Gt
impose feasible mitigation to eliminate or substantially lessen any such significant effects (www.ncuagmd.org)

Sources of greenhouse gas emissions from the project would occur durirgsharonstruction activities
(e.g. equipment) and lortgrm operation of the project (e.g. HVAC units on structures, vehicle/truck traffic,
equipment, and baelp generators). iring longterm operation of the project vehicle/truck trips would occur
daily from employees, customers, and deliveries, once all phases of the project are complete.

Analysis:

a) Finding: The project would not generate greenhouse gas emissions, eitheyr direclirectly, that may
have a significant impact on tle@vironment.
Less than significant impact.

Discussion: There are project specific components of impact for GHG generated within this project. The
contribution of this individual project is small, that the impacts of GHG are highly unlikely, due to the
scale of the project.

Greenhouse gases from this project would include equipment used during short term construction, and
vehicle/truck traffic and light weight duty equipment from long teparational use. All construction
equipment is maintained to meet current emission standards required by CARB. Since the proposed
cultivation construction activities are short term, they are not anticipated to generate significant greenhou:
gas emissiondJp to eight (8) vehicle trucks per day would be generated by the project, and based-on a 36
day season, that would be 2,016 trips per year. No processing occurs on site.

The proposed cultivation facilityould bea receiving site foafourth 20-acreRRR site, which would

reduce vehicle miles traveled by employees who would have traveled to more distant rural properties in tf
area to conduct cultivation and processing activities. These locations are on long, dirt roads, very deep in
the ruralareas of Humboldt County. No common amenities are available in order for those projects to mov
forward, which is why the applicant has purchased them to bring these entitlements on site. Due to the
small scale of the project, greenhouse gas emissionsv/ghicle/truck traffic and equipment would not be
significant from project operation.

Stationary sources of emissions from the project included the proposed cultivation areas, which have sole
fans. There are no generators, thereforeptbposed project would not generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment.
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Because of limited amount of equipment to be used for implementing 123,200 square feet cannabis
project, anl up to 8 vehicle/truck trips per day (which are seasonal), GHG generation could not occur at
levels that have the potential to be significant in either a local or regional context.

b) Finding: The project would not conflict with an applicable plan, polickegulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhgases.
Less than significant impact.

Discussion: The project proposes a facility that would involve the cultivation of cannabis products. This
project would provide a needed fiyi for agricultural operations in Humboldt County that would help
facilitate economic development and revitalization of the Holmes Flat area. The County had previously
determined that a cannabis cultivation project involving up to 360 vehicle/truckli&@ms/1800out) per

day would result in a less than significant impact (Emerald Family Farms; Case No.:CRIE$616032;
Apps No. 10406). For comparison, the proposed project will involve up to 8 vehicle/truck trips maximum
per day, which is less than 78inilar use project deemed to have a less than significant impact.
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Less Than

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS Potentially Significan Less Than No

Significant t with Significan

MATERIALS. Impact Mitigation t Impact Impact

Incorporated

Would the project:

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or S S
environment through the routine transport, use,
disposal of hazardous materials?

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or S S
environmentthrough reasonably foreseeable up
and accident conditions involving the release
hazardous materials into the environment?

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardou S S S
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or w
within onequarter mile of an existing or propos:
school?

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list S S 5
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a re
would it create a significant hazardthe public or the
environment?

e. For a project located within an airport land use plar S S S X
where such a plan has not been adopted, within
miles of a public airport or public use airport, wot
the project result in a safety hazardegcessive noise
for people residing or working in the project area?

f. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with . S S
adopted emergency response plan or emerg
evacuation plan?

g. Expose people or structures, eitdeectly or indirectly, S S X S
to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involvir
wildland fires?

Setting: The project proposes the cultivation of cannabis products. The project does not involve the handling
emissions ofcutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste. The project site is located in Humboldt Coun
in the Holmes Flat area, approximately 1,700 feet west from the intersection of Holmes Flat Road and Tierne
Road. The site is accessed from Holmes Flat Réfaof Avenue of the Giants in Holmes Flat/ Redcrest area.
Based on a review of historical aerial photography, the site was used in the past heavily for ranching and
agricultural activities.

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Geotrackeiteveiosnot identify any cleanup sites on
the subject parcel. The project site is not on any other Cortese List site. (California Environmental Protection

Expansion of the Eel River Produce, LLC Cannabis Project 60
CEQA Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration May 2021



Agency 2018)

The closest school to the project site is Scotia Community School wrapprisximately 9.8 miles as the crow
flies of the project site. The closest airport is Fortuna Airport which is approximately 11.1 miles North of the
project site. The second closest public airport is the Dinsmore Airport approximately 17 miles East of the
project site. Moderately steep forested hill slopes surrounded the project site on all sides of the river valley
which are subject to substantial risk from wildland fires.

Analysis:
a) Finding: The project would not create a significant hazard to the parihe environment through the
routine transport use, or disposal of hazardoaterials.
Less than significant impact.

Discussion: Construction of the proposed project would inviblgeise of materials that are generally
regarded as hazardous, such as gasoline, diesel fuel, hydraulic fluids, paint, and other similar material
The risks associated with the routine transpae,and storagef these materials during construction

are anticipated to be relatively small. With appropriate handling and disposal practices, there is
relatively little potential for an accidental release of hazardous materials during construction, and the
likelihood is small that workers and the public wohllexposed to health hazards. Storage and
handling of materials during construction wou
the project Strom Water Pollution Pr ev efudlingon
equipmentand spill response and containmpricedures.

The project site would be developed for the cultivation of cannabis which is a use that typically uses
hazardous materials including fertilizers, herbicides, pesticides, petroleum products, as well as vehicle
and equipment fluids and lubricants. These materials would be transported to the site and used at the
facility. No disposal of hazardous materials would occur as part of the proposed project.

BMPG6s are employed when st oanddisgosal diall fedilizeérsn g, mi
pesticides, and fungicides. All nutrients, pesticides, and fungicides, are located in a locked storage roc
and contained within water tight, | ocked and
instructions Application rates would be tracked and reported with the end of the year monitoring report
required in the SMP. Employees responsible for application are trained to handle, mix, apply, or dispo
of pesticides/fungicides with proper hand, eye, body raspiratory protection in accordance with the
manufacturerods recommendati ons.

The project also proposes to apply organic neem oil, diatomaceous earth, magnesium sulfate, and gre
cleaner to address pest and mold issues. Pesticide application is noeopaillgd to be administered a
minimum 300 feet from sensitive receptors (i.e. residences) in the case of dry pesticides and 200 feet
the case of wet pesticides. Pesticide application should occur at low wind velocities (less than 10mph)
As shown on th@roposed site plan and based on a review of aerial photography, application of

pesticides in the greenhouse structures would be a minimum of 300 feet from the clestst off
sensitive receptors and approximately 175 feet from the existhisgenesidence. The requirement to
maintain appropriate setback from nearby residences and only conduct spraying activity at low wind
velocities has been included as Operating RestrictiorbAQ) the proposed project in Section I (Air

Quality).
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The projet site is enrolled and subject to the requirements of the SWRCB Cannabis Cultivation Waste
Discharge Regulatory Program and the County of Humboldt Medical Marijuana Land Use Ordinance.
The SWRCB program and county or ddableaccan@abie ave a
operations that address impacts from the storage and use of hazardous materials which include the
following requirements.

a) Any pesticide or herbicide product application be consistent with product labeling and be
managed to ensure thtaey would not enteor be released into surface or groundter.

b) Petroleum products and other liquid chemicals be stored in containers and under conditions
appropriate for the chemical with impervious secondantainment.

c) Implementation of spill preveéion, control, and countermeasures (SPCC) and have appropriate
cleanup materials availabbmsite.

With appropriate storage, handling, and application practices that comply with the requirements of
the NCRWQCB and Humboldt County, it is not anticipateat the use of these materials at the

facility would pose a significant hazard. Therefore, the proposed project would not create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal o
hazardous materials.

b) Finding: The project would not create a significant hazard to the putihe environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials int
theenvironment.

Less than significant impact.

Discussion: The proposed project involves the cultivation and processing of cannabis products which |
a use that typically uses hazardous materials including fertilizers, herbicides, and pesticides, petroleur
products, as well as vehicle and equipmendfiand lubricants.

Fertilizers, neem oil, and plant therapy would be stored and used on site. The fertilizers and pesticides
used by the project would primarily be in figallon containers and stored within the designated area on
site, with secondary cvainment.

With appropriate storage, handling, and application practices, it is not anticipated that the use of these
materials would pose a significant hazard. In the event of foreseeable upset and accident conditions, i
unlikely that these hazardouosaterials would be released in a manner that would create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment. Therefore, the proposed project would not create a significan
hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable dpsetidant conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment.

c) Finding: The project would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within-qonarter mile of an existgqor proposedchool.
No impact.

Discussion: There are no existing or proposed schools located withguarter mile of the project

site. The closest school to the project site is the Scotia Community School which is approximately 9
miles from the projet site. Therefore, the proposed project would not emit hazardous emissions or
handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste witjuiartaranile of an
existing or proposed school.
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d) Finding: The project would not Becated on a site which is included on a list of hazardwtsrials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would not create a
significant hazard to the publar the environment.
Less than significant impact.

Discuss on: The Stateds Hazardous Waste and Subst
Section 65962.5) identifies sites with leaking underground fuel tanks, hazardous waste facilities subjec
to corrective actions, solid waste disposal facilities fuanich there is a known migration of hazardous
waste, and other sites where environmental releases have occurred. The SWRCB Geotracker website
not identify any cleanup sites on the subject parcal on the Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC)Envirostor databasd.he project site is not on any other Cortese List site (California
Environmental Protection Agency, 2018). Therefore, the project is not located on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Sectio.658& would not create a

significant hazard to the public or the environment.

e) Finding: The project would not be located witlimairport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two mile a public airport or public use airgpresult in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the projeuea.

No impact.

The project site is not located within two miles of a public airport or public use airport or private airstrip
The closest airport is the Fortuna Airpattich is approximately 11.1 aerial miles north of the project

site. The second closest public airport is the Dinsmore approximately 17 aerial miles east of the projec
site. Therefore, the project would not result in a safety hazard for people residiokimyg in the

project area.

f) Finding: The project would not impair implementation of, or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuatton
Less than significant impact.

The proposed project would usgisting roadways (Holmes Flat Road, Avenue of the Giants, and
Highway 101) to access the project site which the Public Works Department has determined are
adequate to serve the proposed project.

g) Finding: The project would not expose people or structiressignificant rislof loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to an urbanized area or where
residences are intermixed withldlands.

Less than significant impact.

The project is located within the Reddrg®lunteer Fire Company. The risk of causing a wildfire would
not be significant during construction and operation because project activities would occur on previous
di sturbed ground. -skEad ueiop. meTnhte sahcaclels sb en siasddhatve | |
free of vegetation during times of activity.

All of the existing and proposed buildings, except the greenhouse structures would be developed with
fire suppression systems. In addition, SRA improvements include management of trees ttidivege
surrounding existing structures, to maintain the requiredfd®0defensible space and all structures on
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the property meeting the 30 foot SRA setback requirements from property lines. Therefore, the propos
project would not expose people or stuwes to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving

wildfires.
Less Than
X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALlTY- Potentially Significan Less Than No
Significant _t_with Significan Impact
Would the project: Impact ,r?gg'g;};g?ed tImpact
a. Violate any water quality standards or waste disch S S X S
requirements or otherwise substantially degr:
surface or groundwater quality?
b. Substantially decrease groundwater supplies
. ) . ) ) X 0
interfere substantially with groundwateecharge
such that the project may impede sustaine
groundwater management of the basin?
c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of S S X S
site or area, including through the alteration of
course of a stream or river through the addition o
impervious surfaces in a manner which waelslult
in substantiaérosionor siltationon- or off-site?
i)resultin substantiaérosionor siltationon- or off- S S X S
site
i) substantially increase the rateasnount of surface 5 5 5
runoff in a manner which would result i X
flooding on or offsite;
iii) create or contribute runoff water which wot
. = 0 o X 0
exceed the capacity of existing or planr
stormwater drainage systems or prov
substantial additional sources of pollute
runoff; or
d. Inflood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk S S S X
release of pollutants due to projeaindation?
e. Conflictwith or obstrucimplementatiorof awater S S X S

guality control plan or sustainablegroundwater
management plan?
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Setting: The proposed cultivation area would occur in an agricultural field located in the floodplain of the
South Fork Eel River.

The proposed cultivation area would occur in an agricultural field and ruderal area. The vegetation is
predominately nomative grasses and other roative herbaceous vegetation. An unnamed Class Il stream
drains off the southern portion of the property, and two (2) ephemeral streams drain into &featehClass

IV drainage ditch that runs sodtiorthalong the eastern edge of the property, and then bisects the center of the
property running west. The ditch does not hold water-y@amd and serves as a buffer between the agricultural
fields and the forested habitat.

According to the Biological Reconisaance, Protocol Level Survey, Wetland Delineation and Invasive Species
Management Plan prepared by Pacific Watershed Associates in July 2019 (hereinafter referred to as Biologic:
Report), there are three (3) wetlands identified on the site. A fouttpitegas dug on the western edge of the
drainage ditch, but the area did not exhibit the wetland hydrology in order to classifypasaarteter wetland.

The agricultural field is cover cropped in the winter which helps keep water on the site.

According to FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) the project site is withirl@i@eyear flood zone. The
project will be required to obtain a flood elevation certificate for the greenhouse structures.

a) Finding:Theprojectwould notviolateanywaterquality standarder waste discharge
requirements.
Less than significant impact.

Discussion: The surface water features on the project site include wetlands and drainages.
Water quality in the Eel River watershed is influenced by stormwater runoff framety

of land uses. It is reasonable to assume that the water quality in the vicinity of the project site
is typical of water quality in other rural communities containing rural residential and
agricultural uses.

The project site is not locatedthin an area served by a wastewater treatment system. The proposed
project would be served by aite ADA portable toilets at the cultivation sites, cleaned/dekly.

There is an existing unpermitted OWTS with leach field for the legacy house ohatteas no

ancillary uses for cannabis cultivation. There is a septic site suitability survey prepared by Pacific
Watershed Associates, for the unpermitted septic onsite.

Three ephemeral watercourses were identified onsite, and a 50 foot setbackwaiihtzened from the

edge of the riparian dripline, from these watercourses, consistent with the requirements of WQ2Z317

DWQ and the Countyds Streamside Management Areas
and runoff patterns will be mamined as no grading is proposed in connection with the project. The

outdoor, light dep, and mixed light cultivation will occur in the natural soil.

The proposed cultivation, CDFA approved Agchemicals would be applied to cannabis plants to addregs pest ¢
mold issues. The outdoor cultivation activities will not produce wastewater discharge since the irrigation water
and fertilizers will be administered at specific agronomic rates that will allow maximum uptake by the plants ar
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prevent excess water beyoi@ root zone.

The proposed project would increase the amotimipermeable surface within the project site by
approximately 1.5 acres through construction of the four nursery greenhouses at 10,0G@etqaack
63,200 square feet of greenhousedtierlight deprivation outdoor cultivation. This is consistent with
County Code 3149.112 and is therefore not a significant impact on prime farmland.

The increase in impermeable surface would not directly increase the rate of runoff and the volume
geneated during storm events. The SMP showed no evidence of surface runoff associated with the
cultivation, nor was there evidence that it had occurred in the past with past agricultural and grazing
practices. The area has vegetation ground consisting oéraatt/nonnative grasses with no evidence of
leaching from cultivation related activities. To further prevent run off to riparian areas, water conservation,
and containment measures, would be implemented, including tloé lised irrigation to prevent exssive

water use, and the maintenance of a stable, vegetated buffer between the cultivation area armbnesrian

The SMP and Hol mgren Forestryés Erosion Control F
designed to prevent, contain and reduce s of sediment. The SMP requires any organic material be

stored in a designated location away from wetlands and ditch reliefs. Due to this, and given the water

guality protection measures needed to be implemented, the project would not violate aoy adyer

standards or waste discharge requirements, or otherwise degrade water quality, so there would be less than ¢
significant impact.

b) Finding: The project would not substantially decrease groundwater supipiirtsrfere
substantially with grounglater recharge such that the project nmgedesustainable
groundwater management of thasin.

Less than significant impact.

Discussion: The proposed project is not anticipated to substantially deplete groundwater supplies or affect
the production rate of nearby wells because water sources used for the project would be one hundred
percent (100%) nodiversionary with rainwaterapture. The use of the existing well on site will not be

used. The projects annual usag&64,500gallons per year. CDFW has given permission per thésite

1600 permit to use the existing and proposed rainwater catchment tanks for agricttyatednrfor the

sole source of irrigation for the cannabis crop. The proposed project would not substantially deplete ground
water supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in
aquifer volume or gowering of the local groundwater table level.

c) The project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, includir
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or through the addlitgpervious
surfacesin amannemwhichwould resultin substantiaérosionor siltationon- or off- site.

Less than significant impact.

Discussion: The surface water features on the project site include the wetlands anddeairainage
relief ditch. The project wouldccur on the front portion of the site and does not propose any activities
that would alter the course of the Eel River or the seasonal drainage feeding wetlands on the back
portion of the site.
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The rainwater catchment tank farm will not alter the coafsestream or river, in a manner that
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off site.

C ii) Finding: The project would not substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in manner
which would result in flooding cor off site.
Less than significant impact.

Discussion: The surface water features on the project site include the wetlands and drainages. The project
would occur on the front portion of the site, outside of the wetland and drainage ditch relief areas. The
projectdoes not propose any activities that would alter the course of the Eel river, the wetlands on the back
portion of the site, or any drainage.

The area has vegetation ground cover consisting of native grasses with no evidence of leaching from the
cultivation related activities. To further prevent runoff of to riparian areas, water conservation and containment
measures would be implemented including the use of hand irrigation to prevent excessive water use, and the
maintenance of a stable, vegetabeffer between the cultivation area and riparian zone.

C iii) The projectwould not createor contributerunoff waterthat would exceedthe capacity of
existingor plannedstormwatedrainagesystem®r providesubstantiahdditionalsources opolluted
runoff.

Less than significant impact

The project site does not drain to a municipal storm drainage system. The project site currently contains a
manmade drainage ditch and native grasses. The SMP showed no evidence of surface runoff asgociated w
the existing cultivation, and there was no evidence that it had occurred in th€heestahasvegetation
groundcoverconsistingof nativegrassesvith no evidenceof leaching froncultivationrelatedactivities. The
projectwould not createor contributerunoff waterthatwould exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of poihatd

d) Finding: The project would not impede or redirect flood flows.
No impact.

Discussion: According to FEMA the project sigewithin the 100 year flood zone. The proposed project
would not placestructureswithin the 100-yearflood zonewithout the appropriatehydrostatic studies being
performed to prove that the structure willdaelt in conformance with flood standard cod&dlood elevation
certification is required by Humboldt County Building Code 335.5

e) Finding: The project would not in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due
to projectinundation.
Less than significant impact

The proposed project would not place structures within they#@6 flood zone without the appropriate
hydrostatic studies being performed to prove that the structure will be built in conformance with flood
standad codes. No pollutants due to project inundation are considering being used, making this not an impact
to the project description and vicinity for purposes of this study.
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Less Than

XI. LAND USEAND PLANNING. Potentially Significan Less Than

Significant t with Significan No

Would the project: impact Irlm\ggir%?)tig?ed Cmpact 110
a. Physically divide an establishedmmunity? 5 5 5 X
b. Cause a significant environmental impact due t 5 5 5 X

conflict with any land uselan, policy, or regulatior
adoptedor thepurposeof avoidingor mitigatingan
environmental effect?

Setting: The project parcel is currently developed with 60,000 square feet of outdoor cannabis and a 10,000
square foot commercialursery was approved under a separat€.Zkhe proposed project consists of 53,000
square feet of light deprivation cultivation and 10,000 square feet of mixed light cultivation. The majority of thi
site shows evidence that previalisturbances related to past agricultural activities. According to Humboldt
County GIS the property contains 15.3 acres of prime agricultural soil. General agricultural is allowable use
type for this designation. The subject parcel is surrounded by agraddand, grassland, rural residential uses,
the Eel River, and hills. The project site is zonedAEPZ.

The southern half of the site is planned Timberland. No cannabis activity is planned in this area.

The proposed project is within the Myers Flatmunity in the AVES CPA. The proposed project will support
the major policies of the AVES and Humboldt County General Plan which work in unison. The proposed
project will consist of the productiasf an agricultural crop within an area designated asepfarmland. This

is consistent with the histoof agricultural production in the AVES CPA and Myers Flat community. The
proposed project will not degrade other environmental resources, narpsdtiude future use of any -@ite or

off- site agricultual land. In addition, it will preserve the existing rural nature of the project site and
surrounding land uses. As such, the proposed project would be consistent with both the General Plan and A\
CPA.

Analysis:
a) Finding: The project would not physicalliivide anestablisheaaommunity.
No impact.

Discussion: In addition to the existing cultivation area, storage sheds, and legacy house structure, the pro
proposes the use of 4 RRR sites, a nursery, a rainwater catchment tank farm, and 43,200 tsgluare fee
greenhouses. The subject parcel is located in an unincorporated rural area of the County, surrounded by
projects. No aspect of the project would physically divide an established community.

b) Finding: The project would not caussignificant environmental impact due to a conflict with any lasel
plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoidimgitigating an environmentaiffect.
No impact.

Discussion:
The project site is zoned AETPZ. Per the Humboldt Couniedical Marijuana Land Use Ordinance,
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the proposed project would require approval of a SP for the cultivation.

This commercial cannabis activity is authorized by Section-5514.7.1 the Commercial
Cannabis Land Use Ordinance (CCLUOQ). The applicatiortsiibe requirements of zoning, size

of cultivation area, setbacks from property lines, and listed incompatible uses (e.g. schools), an
is accompanied by the documentation, plans, descriptions, and agency clearances set forth in t
CCLUO.In addition, thgroposed project would otherwise not conflict with any applicable goals,
objectives, and policies of the Humboldt County General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. As
discussed throughout this document, in all instances where potentially significant impacts have
been identified, mitigation is provided to reduce each impact to less than significant levels.

The analysis contained in this document addressed the potential conflict with any applicable land
use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdictover the project adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect including, but not limited to, Humboldt
County General Plan and Land Use Ordinance, Humboldt County Draft Climate Action Plan
(2012), HCAOG 20yvear Regional Tnasportation Plan (2017 Update), HCAOG Regional Bi
cycle Plan Update (2018ndNCUQMD Particulate Matter (PM10) Draft Attainment P{a995).

Thereforepasedntheanalysisconductedn thisdocumentit wasdeterminedhattheproject
was not inconflict with any adopted land use plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmeptédct.
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Less Than

XII. MINERAL RESOURCES. Potentially Significan Less Than No
Significant twith Significan Impact

Would the project: R oted et

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mine S S S X

resource that would be of value to the region anc
residents of the state?

b. Result in the loss @ivailability of a locally important S S S X
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a |
general plan, specific plan or other land plsa?

Discussion

a,b. The Project site does not include any lands that are classified a2 MiRahy known locally
important mineral resources. Implementation of the Project would not result in the loss of availability
of a known mineral resource, would not result inltdss of availability of a locally important mineral
resource recovery site, and impactwould occur.
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